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the fourth canonical Gospel, Strauss says 
would well for the external evidence for its genuine- 
ness were good that for the synoptical Gospels. 
begins with attempt invalidate the notice Eusebius 
(Hist. 39), that Papias cited the first Epistle 
aspersing the scholarship and judgment 
Eusebius, who may have been mistaken identifying the 
citations Papias with passages the first Epistle John 
denying that the first Epistle John and the fourth 
canonical Gospel had the same author. But since his first 
assertion purely arbitrary, the notice Eusebius, who was 
man and saw the writings Papias, has its full 
weight and since his second assertion con- 
tradicted the facts the case, resulting from the closest 
scrutiny both writings, and concurred the most com- 
petent and reliable authorities from the earliest times, his 
objections fall the ground. His conclusion that the silence 
Papias concerning John’s authorship unfavorable its 
genuineness amounts nothing more than subterfuge, for, 


apart from the incidental character the notice Eusebius, 
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the silence Papias cannot any moment man like 
Strauss, who refuses believe Papias when breaks silence 
and speaks plain terms. 

Strauss notices the argument for the authenticity this 
Gospel based the passage John xxi. 24, and rejects it. 
That passage generally regarded addition made 
foreign hands, probably the presbyters the Ephesian church 
but without discussing the theories the authorship the 
last verses that chapter, and indeed the last chapter 
itself, one fact speaks for itself, that the testimony gives 
for the veracity the record the fourth Gospel has stood 
the ordeal the criticism the early church, and cannot 
invalidated the arbitrary tests the Tiibingen school 
they must first get rid the whole Christian literature 
the first three centuries, before they can touch the Gospel 
John internal but they have not yet 
accomplished that task, even formidable hands well 
skilled destruction, need not further enlarge upon this 
particular point. 

The testimony the apostolical Fathers unceremoni- 
ously sct aside Strauss, the ground that, the fourth 
Gospel had been acknowledged and received the church 
for fifty years the work the apostle whose name bears, 
its influence the writings the apostolical Fathers and 
other works the second century ought have been greater, 
and have appeared more distinct form than mere 
superficial allusions references. This remark Strauss 
rests the supposition that the Epistles Ignatius origi- 
nated the middle the second century, whereas the 
martyrdom Ignatius generally believed have taken 
place some time between 105 and 108, probably 107; 
that the Epistle bearing his name, authentic, must have 
been written not later than that period the Epistle Bar- 
nabas was written between 107 and 120 the Epistle 
Polycarp not long after the martyrdom Ignatius (cf. 
Ep. now the fourth canonical Gospel was written 
about 90, the supposed interval fifty years between 
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the publication the latter and that the Ignatian Epistles 
dwindles down period not exceeding seventeen years. 
This simple comparison dates, derived from the most au- 
thentic sources, puts end the Straussian argument, and 
renders any and every allusion reference these writings 
the fourth Gospel the utmost importance; for such 
allusions and references clearly show that the fourth Gospel 
was received authentic document immediately after 
the death the evangelist. Ignatius (ad Philad. says: 
antithesis John iii. and thus exhibits familiarity with 
the fourth Gospel; while the following quotation (ad Rom. 
contains evident allusions passages this Gospel 
Polycarp (ad Philipp. has distinct reference -the 
first Epistle John, whose author manifestly identical 
with that the fourth Gospel; the reference John 
Barnabas (Ep. VI.) contains allusion John 14, 
and (cap. XII.) John iii. 14. may also add the 
manifest allusion John Ignatius (ad Philad. 
IX.), where Christ called tod 

the middle the second century meet with clear 
traces the use the fourth Gospel the work 
apostle the writings Catholic, Heretical, and even Pagan 


authors. First have the testimony Justin Martyr, 
which Strauss rejects chiefly the ground that his phrase- 
ology, which exhibits most striking resemblance that 
John the evangelist, may accounted for from his famili- 
arity with Philonic ideas, although evidently loss 
find explanation Justin’s conception the Logos, 
which the main agrees with that John, and seeks 
cover his perplexity laying stress the term 
not being found the writings Justin the coincidences 
thinks may accidental, sufficiently explained the 
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supposition that John and Justin had recourse the same 
sources information, viz. the Alexandrian philosophy 
religion and the Jewish-Christian typology that age. 
means uncommon hear such references recon- 
dite literature, which may impress the illiterate with sense 
the author’s learning, but can hardly satisfy scholars, who 
want proofs, and not oracular sayings founded literature 
which the author fails verify explicit reference the 
particular work, book, chapter, and verse. rule, such 
vague references entire classes works without any speci- 
fication, may set down deus machina and petitio 
principit, and strong proof the author’s consciousness 
the weakness his position. 

Strauss considers only one passage Justin importance; 
pavepov Here the reference 
John iii. 3-5 unmistakable and undeniable. Strauss 
says only apparent, because the first part the passage 
found the Clementine Homilies (Hom. XI. 26) thus: 
are not born again with living water, the name 
the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, shall not 
enter into the kingdom heaven,” with the remarkable 
variations, that Justin and the Clementines have 
instead John’s third person singular the verb, and 
the last-named variations are also found Matt. xviii. 
Verily say unto you, except converted and become 
little children, shall not enter into the kingdom 
that have obviously the same saying various 
man’s indispensable beginning novo expressed 
Matthew men becoming little children, Justin 
being born again, the Clementines being born again 
baptism, and John being born from above the 
that this spiritual birth would contrasted with natural 
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birth self-evident, and that since find, both the Clem- 
entines and Justin, expansion that idea which 
the turn the impossibility real return into the mother’s 
womb may readily conjectured belong, and that the 
Gospel according the Hebrews was the original source 
that expansion, the agreement Justin with the fourth 
Gospel might readily accounted for both having derived 
their information from said apocryphal Gospel, without the 
necessity Justin’s acquaintance with the fourth canonical 
Gospel. 

This accumulation conjectures based conjectures, 
most striking coincidence thought and language between 
John’s Gospel and Justin’s apology; but the conclusion 
draws purely arbitrary, not necessary enter upon 
detailed discussion the particular links his chain 
reasoning, and think that the variation unimportant 
terms Justin’s language from that John satisfactorily 
explained its being free quotation, which manifest 
from the explanation with which introduces the passage, 
which must considered exhibit unmistakable and 
undeniable reference John iii. all doubts his 
acquaintance with the fourth Gospel must vanish find 
him, addition, ascribe his doctrine the divine nature 
statement his idea the Logos predicates such 
which cannot well derived from another source than 
the Gospel John. has, moreover, many other references 
that Gospel, e.g. his comparison the church Christ 
vine, planted God and the Redeemer (Dial. 337), 
his statement that the living water given Christ those 
who through him love the Father (Dial. and his 
designation the miraculous birth Jesus that one 
not born human seed, but the will God (Dial. 286), 
cannot explained coincidences, but argue thorough 
familiarity with the fourth canonical Gospel; this quite 
clear from the last reference, which contains variation from 
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the present Greek text John but exhibits con- 
formity with ancient reading instead 

The proof for the early existence the fourth Gospel 
derived from the recently discovered Philosophumena, falsely 
ascribed Origen, means convenient Strauss, 
who tries hard, but ineffectually, nullify it. im- 
material whether the author the Philosophumena was 
Cajus Rome, who flourished the end the second cen- 
tury, Hippolitus, who flourished the beginning the 
third century, for they contain information drawn from 
Gnostic writings with indubitable quotations from John’s 
Gospel, taking back 125, and showing that those 
early Gnostic authors were the habit quoting this 
Gospel. These extracts the Philosophumena (ed. Em. 
Miller. Oxon. 1851) furnish distinct references our fourth 
Gospel. Those from Ophitic writing cite John iii. 
vi. 45; iv. 10, and (Philos. pp. 106, 107, 112; 
Gnostic sect that age, cite John 17; 1-4; viii. 44, 
137); the account the Docetae have quotation 
from VII. 38, 259 that Apelles, the Marcionite, used 
the Gospel John, from VII. 35, 194 that Valen- 
tinus refers John and Basilides John ii. 
27, 270). The strictures Strauss exhibit great weak- 
ness and much sophistry; e.g. when says that although 
the references the Ophitic writing are unquestionably 
John’s Gospel, they not amount much, because the 
age that writing not given, manifest that this 
question secondary importance, because the Philosophu- 
mena are known have been written either the end 
the second the beginning the third century, and the 
fact that this and the other Gnostic writings are referred 
name affords sufficient evidence that they were well known, 
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and that they were genuine productions when commenting 
upon the passage relating Basilides (1. VII. 22, 282), 
“and says he, what said the Gospels: 
was the true light that lighteth every man, coming into the 
world” John. 9), which shows that Basilides, writing 
about A.D. 125, knew and received the fourth canonical 
Gospel. Strauss says that the formula quotations says 
he,” says,” used rather vaguely the Philosophu- 
mena, because sometimes occurs connections either 
where individual had not been mentioned name 
where several persons had been have clear 
ease sophistry, because Basilides had been named. The 
same remark applies his other strictures which 
endeavors mystify clear and plain references the in- 
troduction irrelevant these labored efforts 
mystification, confusing what plain, mixing irrel- 
evant matter with the subject hand, show the weakness 
his position and the strength the proof for the early 
existence the Gospel John from the Philosophumena. 
The fact that Valentinus designated his aeons the terms 
familiarity with the fourth Gospel, notwithstanding the as- 
sertion Strauss, that fails specify passages 
from John which the Valentinians based their theory 
whereas cites many such passages from the synoptical 
Gospels and the Pauline writings, and that the Johannean 
references appear only postscript from Ptolemaeus for 
the fact that Irenaeus (adv. Haer. deseribes the 
Valentinians Valentio sunt) quod est secun- 
dum Johannem, plenissime and furnishes 
8,5) full account the Valentinian exposition the 
prologue John’s Gospel. The fact that Heracleon, the 
disciple Valentine, wrote commentary John’s Gospel 
early the second century, important fragments which 
are preserved that Origen the same Gospel, the 
strongest kind testimony for the high authority which that 
Gospel enjoyed that early period testimony which cannot 
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affected the attempts the infidel school assign 
the latest possible date, order make appear that 
the Valentinian system was not indebted Gospel, 
but had independent origin. 

undoubted fact that the Montanists drew largely 
the Gospel John for their peculiar views the Para- 
and although Strauss positively asserts that cannot 
shown that they made use that Gospel, have the tes- 
timony the contrary, that certain antagonists 
Montanism rejected the Gospel John spurious because 
favored the Montanistic doctrine; the antagonists 
Montanism rejected this Gospel that ground, surely 
logical infer that the Montanists used it, and Iren- 
aeus flourished some twenty years before the end the 
second century, his testimony must regarded decisive 
this point his words are: donum spiritus frustren- 
tur, quod novissimis temporibus secundum placitum Pa- 
tris effusum est humanum genus, illam speciem non 
admittunt, quae est secundum Joannis qua 
Paracletum missurum Dominus promisit.” This fact 
the utmost importance for the early existence and gen- 
uineness the Gospel John, that virtually 
involves the testimony the whole church the second 
for the church had doubted the genuineness 
that Gospel, the assertion such doubts would have been 
most complete and effectual reply the views Mon- 
tanus. These facts are sufficient, think, upset the 
fine-spun theory that the Gospel John was the product 
the gnostico-montanistic movement (Strauss, 69). 

the existence and acknowledgment the fourth canon- 
ical Gospel the time the later Gnostics and Montanists 
are placed beyond all doubt, Strauss feels constrained 
admit but concentrates all his powers the demolition 
the testimony Irenaeus and other witnesses, order 
pave the way for his rejection the Gospel the work 
the apostle John. 

admits that the recently discovered conclusion the 
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Clementine Homilies contains undeniable references John 
ix.; that the fragments Apolinaris, bishop Hier- 
apolis (A.D. 170), have unquestionable allusions John 
seq. and xix. 34, that Tatian and Athen- 
agoras make unmistakable reference our Gospel, and that 
Theophilus Antioch (about 169) cites formally thus: 
II. 22), but seeks nullify his testimony finding fault 
with him for not telling how knew that the Gospel 
whose opening words cites was composed John. The 
value this objection may determined the considera- 
tion that this selfsame Theophilus wrote commentary 
the four Gospels, which was read Jerome 53, vir. ill. 
25), and that the positive statement well-informed 
man will received important testimony all critics 
who not ask for impossible information. -After this slur 
the testimony Theophilus, Strauss proceeds tear 
pieces that Irenaeus, which, judge from the amount 
labor bestowed upon him and kindred spirits, verit- 
able bugbear them. indeed very direct, clear, and 
weighty, the reader may judge for himself: 
This testimony Strauss rejects the following 

Because Irenaeus does not tell how knew that John 
was the author the Gospel, and because, while justifies 
his exposition passage the Apocalypse (xiii. 18) 
express reference the testimony those who had seen 
John face (adv. Haer. 3), does not 
had the notice the above extract from Polycarp. 

Because even did authenticate his statement 
reference those who knew John, such reference would 
inadequate, for cites the authority the selfsame wit- 
nesses for matters which nobody believes. 

reply, That Irenaeus letter addressed Flori- 
nus, his friend, and former fellow-disciple Polycarp, states 

XXIII. No. 92. 


: 
if 


538 THE ORIGIN THE GOSPELS. 


that remembers distinctly “the very place where the 
blessed Polycarp was accustomed sit and discourse his 
coming and going out, his manner life, the form his 
body, his addresses the people, how dwelt upon his 
familiar intercourse with John and others that had seen the 
Lord, how used relate their discourses, and what things 
had heard from them concerning the Lord, his miracles 
and doctrine, all which Polycarp used declare, agree- 
ably holy writ, had received from those who had 
been eye-witnesses the Word Life. These things 
then heard attentively, according the mercy God vouch- 
safed me, noting them down, not paper, but 
heart, and these same facts always the habit, the 
grace God, call faithfully mind” 
Kecl. 20). The information contained this extract 
specifies explicitly the source Irenaeus’s Strauss 
finds convenient suppress the salient point this pas- 
sage, although cites from the same epistle Florinus 
phrase which occurs only two three lines before it, and 
actually introduces it. says that saw his friend 
Hist. IV. 14, 3), and Strauss argues that the 
tions young person could have been weight 
determining the question the genuineness the fourth 
Gospel, even did see it, because the circumstance 
his not remembering old age any notice Polycarp re- 
specting that Gospel would hardly have deterred him from 
pronouncing apostolical origin when saw it, 
suited him other respects. This singular chain reason- 
ing contradicted, (a) the statements him- 
self that John wrote the fourth Gospel, and that did 
remember the oral testimony Polycarp with minute accu- 
cumstance that does not necessarily denote young 
boy, but here plainly designates young man the first 
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flush early manhood; the general character for 
fidelity which history has handed down concerning 
Irenaeus, which Eusebius has preserved remarkable 
illustration postscript his treatise the Ogdoad, 
wit: adjure thee, whoever thou art that transcribest this 
book, our Lord Jesus Christ, and his glorious appear- 
when shall come judge the quick and the dead, 
compare what thou hast copied, and correct this 
original manuscript, from which thou hast carefully tran- 
scribed. And that thou also copy this adjuration, and insert 
ask, that cautious and faithful author would exhibit 
the easy and accommodating spirit which Strauss insinuates 
him have Thus much for his first objection. 
reply, The Rabbinical description the kingdom 

God which Irenaeus gives the authority the ancients 
who had heard John (adv. Haer. and which Strauss 
adduces justification his sweeping judgment, was deliv- 
ered oral tradition, doubtless because 
favored his chiliastic and if, misled those opinions, 
gave currency that tradition, simply shares the fate 
all men —he erred, and errare humanum est and the fact 
that this tradition neither found John’s Gospel now, 
nor reported have ever been found it, really argu- 
ment favor the integrity that Gospel, and does not 
affect that John was its author, nor does 
affect his testimony that the preaching Polycarp was 
agreement with holy writ, for the latter case had the 
evidence his own senses, while the former simply 
reports floating tradition, without specifying that had 
from Polycarp, that formed part John’s Gospel. The 
circumstance that author has here and there erroneous 
statements cannot affect those parts his writings whose 
truthfulness can established the clearest evidence. 
occasional errors mistakes writing are deemed 
sufficient grounds for its rejection, there perhaps not 
single work extant that would not wiped out existence. 
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The circumstance that the Alogi seem have denied the 
apostolicity the fourth canonical Gospel was mainly, 
not wholly, the result their peculiar tenets, which were 
utterly incompatible with the doctrine the Divinity 
Christ, emphatically taught the Gospel John. 
thinks, however, that they had other reasons besides those 
arising from dogmatical prejudices for the rejection that 
Gospel. These reasons, which considers cogent, relate 
alleged discrepancies between the Gospel John and the 
synoptical Gospels. They noticed the omission the narra- 
tive the childhood Jesus the Johannean Gospel, which 
after stating that the Word had become flesh and dwelt 
among us, and noticing the testimony John the Baptist 
and the gathering the first disciples, passes once the 
account the marriage Cana; that the Johannean 
account the baptism Jesus connected with his journey 
Galilee room left for the forty days the tempta- 
tion inserted the synoptists, and lastly, that while John 
makes our Lord keep two passovers, the synoptics mention 
only one passover. The first point sufficiently answered 
the scope and complementary character John’s Gospel, 
the second, the fact that careful comparison the Johan- 
nean and synoptic Gospels shows that while John omits the his- 
troy the temptation also omits the detailed account 
our Lord’s baptism furnished the synoptists, that the com- 
plementary character the fourth Gospel applies also here, 
and that the order the Johannean account, far from con- 
tradicting that the synoptists, corroborates it, for repre- 
sents Jesus coming the Baptist (on his return from the 
wilderness) chap. 29, and the Baptist bearing record 
the miraculous phenomena which accompanied the baptism 
Jesus; the Baptist refers them the past; the bap- 
tism Jesus must therefore have taken place before bare 
witness him, and learn from the synoptists, that 
immediately after being baptized Jesus was led the Spirit 
into the wilderness, and from John that before setting out 
for Galilee was with the Baptist, while the synoptists make 
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him return Galilee the end the temptation (Luke 
iv. 14), the narrative the latter might appropriately 
inserted before John John have simply 
dental reference the baptism Jesus conversation 
the Baptist with his disciples, while the synoptical Gospels 
give distinct history Strauss finds convenient 
represent that incidental reference the testimony 
John history the baptism Jesus, and thus manu- 
facture discrepancy. 

Concerning the last the above objections the Alogi, 
and course adopted Strauss with emendations and vari- 
ations, will speak presently, and dismiss their objections 
with the remark, that the alleged discrepancies, every one 
which can explained and accounted for the comple- 
mentary character and general design the fourth Gospel, 
are really proofs the genuineness our Gospel, because 
would have studiously avoided all such discrepan- 
cies for fear exciting suspicion. 

Strauss, however, considers the Alogi have greatly erred 
rejecting dogmatical grounds not only the Gospel but 
also the Apocalypse John, because considers 
established fact that the two works are radically different 
point animus and form, that the apostle John the 
author the Gospel, cannot the author the Apoca- 
lypse, the author the latter, cannot the 
author the former. This lever, which the Alogi failed 
use, Strauss not slow apply his object being justify 
his rejection the Gospel, reiterates the argument the 
Tiibingen school based the alleged irreconcilable differ- 
ences betwen the Gospel and the Apocalypse, however, with- 
out committing himself the adoption their conclusion, 
that John being the author the Apocalypse cannot the 
author the Gospel, and puts the case hypothetically, that 
John the author either work, more probable 
that the author the Apocalypse than the Gospel. 
There nothing new his statements, which are vague 
enough, and hardly deserve any notice our hands. 
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thinks the religious point view the two works 
cilable, and affirms that the author the Apocalypse exhibits 
the narrowest Jewish exclusiveness, while the author the 
Gospel manifests the broadest liberality. contrast could 
more perfect, says, than that while the author the 
Apocalypse sees Jerusalem the centre the millennial 
reign Christ, the author the Gospel declares the 
ence between Jerusalem and Gerizim annulled respect 
God being worshipped spirit and truth, that while the 
former represents Paganism the antichristian principle, 
the latter regards Judaism the proper kingdom 

The arbitrariness this supposed contrariety may 
illustrated single reference. Take, e.g. the prophecy 
the new Jerusalem (Rev. xxi.), which has temple, for 
the Lord God Almighty and the Lamb are the temple 
(vs. 22). this Jewish this representa- 
tion the heavenly city not diametrically opposed the 
Jewish idea the temple being the centralization 
est type the worship God; and does not illustrate 
the sublimest manner the words Jesus the Samaritan 
woman, that they that worship God must worship spirit 
and truth (John iv. 24)? Again the solemn invitation 
(Rev. xxii. 17), And the Spirit and the bride say Come; 
and let him that heareth say Come; and let him that 
athirst and whosoever will, let him take the water 
life cannot interpreted expression Jewish 
exclusiveness, but has its perfect counterpart the words 
Jesus the Samaritan woman (John iv. 10, 14), and espe- 
cially his exclamation the feast tabernacles: “If any 
man thirst, let him come unto and (John vii. 37). 

Equally just and true the alleged diversity tempera- 
ment and tone which Strauss sees the Apocalypse and the 
Gospel. says that the epithet apostle love,” which 
has been given John, derived from the character the 
Gospel and the first Epistle, for the character the Apoc- 
alypse would rather award him the epithet apostle 
wrath and vengeance.” admits, indeed, that the Gospel 
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also exhibits spirit which sternly insists upon the exclusion 
all ungodly elements, but maintains that, while the evan- 
gelist dwells chiefly the redeeming, gathering, 
ing activity Christ, the author the Apocalypse takes 
peculiar delight the delineation the divine judgments 
ungodly world. 

But apparent that John evangelist reports what 
Christ said, whereas the Apocalypse his sole duty 
what bidden, and faithfully communicate what had 
been revealed him. the Gospel the biographer 
the Apocalypse, the prophet. The spirit the Apocalypse 
the spirit prophecy, and the author that book records 
with fidelity the divinely ordered course events. And 
those who find fault with the severity the divine judgments 
the Apocalypse, will and equally censure that severity 
other portions the sacred scriptures. The individuality 
John, from the nature the more strongly marked 
the Gospel, written than the Apocalypse, 
written and will show that the points 
agreement the two works are infinitely greater than the 
differences. 

The contrast, finally, which Strauss observes the lan- 
guage the Gospel and the Apocalypse, and which 
seems lay peculiar emphasis, can easily accounted for 
the circumstances the case well analogy. 
admits that the Apocalypse was written sometime between 
June and January 69: the Gospel was most 
probably written between and 100. have, therefore, 
interval from twenty thirty years between the date 
the Apocalypse and that the and that interval 
surely sufficient explain the greater readiness 
dom language characteristic the latter compared 
with the less flexible Greek the former, for John’s pro- 
tracted residence and labors among Hellenists must have 
rendered him familiar with their language (Greek), while 
the peculiar speculative tendencies Asia Minor which 
combated and made tributary the Gospel, abundantly 
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account for the philosophical terminology his Gospel 
contrasted with the Hebraistic terminology the Apocalypse. 
The former, moreover, was written Cor. 14), 
the latter (Rev. 10); that is, the language 
the Gospel conformed the language the world and 
the habits thought current among Hellenists, while the 
language the Apocalypse conformed the language 
the inspired record the Old Testament, the cherished 
associations the Jewish Christians, their theocratic origin, 
and the habits thought current among Hebrews. 
similar difference language, style, and even range 
thought, works one and the same author, produced 
different periods his life, means uncommon, and 
holds especially good the very best authors. 

said above that the individuality John more 
strongly marked the Gospel than the Apocalypse. This 
emphatically denied Strauss, who strives hard make 
him violent, vindictive, bigoted zealot, and show that 
some the notices the synoptical Gospels relating the 
temperament John have their counterpart the Apoca- 
thus sees the vials the wrath God and the 
lake fire the latter the same spirit which animated 
the sons Zebedee ask the Lord whether they should 
command fire come down from heaven destroy village 
the Samaritans that refused receive Jesus. such ac- 
commodating principles exegesis and such one-sided views 
there telling what may not accomplished are 
therefore means surprised hear Strauss assert that 
there was bitter jealousy between Paul and John; that the 
former says the latter that seemed one 
the pillars the church (Gal. ii. 9), while the latter 
(whom for convenience sake now supposes the author 
the Apocalypse, although plainly disbelieves that also) 
made return the compliment designating Paul and 
his followers Nicolaitans and Balaamites, the supposi- 
tion that Paul intended hit the words which say 
apostles, and are not” (Rev. ii. With such 
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exegesis not difficult supply any portraiture but 
need hardly enter upon detailed examination the data 
which Strauss bases his portraiture John, and may con- 
tent ourselves with saying that the Gospel and the Epis- 
tles John see his individuality come out almost 
feminine receptivity (e.g. his tender relation the Saviour, 
who singled him out the guardian and protector Mary), 
blended with masculine firmness and decision well com- 
porting with the synoptical notices and the spirit the 
Apocalypse. was whole-souled man who knew mid- 
dle course was wholly for against his char- 
acter may described the French phrase entier,” 
Ebrard puts interesting article John, Her- 
zog’s Real-Encycl. VI. 723; forcibly illustrated 
the ancient hymn 


Volat avis sine meta, 
Quo nec vates nee propheta, 
Evolavit altius. 
Tam implenda, quam impleta, 
Nunquam vidit tot secreta 
Purus homo purius.” 


lines which Olshausen appropriately selected the motto 
his commentary John. 

Before pass on, the resemblances the Gospel, the 
Epistles, and the Apocalypse may briefly referred 
justification the ground have taken animadverting 
upon the objections Strauss. The three works exhibit 

Identity doctrine, e.g. Christ represented the 
eternal Son, one with the Father, the Only Begotten; 
Light, Truth, and Life; the Spiritual Food men (Rev. 
ii. the Logos, the Sole Revealer the divine 
(Rev. 5); the Lamb God, the future Judge the: 
world. They teach his atoning the work the 
Holy Spirit; the ceaseless enmity Satan, whose appear- 
ance serpent form recognized all three (cf. Gen. iii. 
with John viii. 44; John iii. Rev. xii. 9). 

Identity temperament, disclosing the profound, 

XXIII. No. 92. 
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ardent, all-absorbing, and pure love John Rev. vii., xxi., 

Identity language, statement, and diction. Compare, 

e.g. the terms and Rev. 2,9; vi. 

xi. 11,17; xix. 10; xx. with John xix. and 
1Johni. etc. Rev. xxi. xxii. 17, and John vii. 
The most remarkable agreement point language and 
subject-matter the result comparing John xix. with 
Rev. quoting Zech. xii. the evangelist has 
striking deviation from the LXX.; and the author the 

Apocalypse, citing the same passage, has the same deviation 
from the LXX., and perfect agreement with the evangelist. 
These are only few illustrations many others may found 
Guerike, Einleitung, pp. 550, 551, and the works cited 
him. This identity the more valuable because 
purely incidental and undesigned, because the scope and 
form the several works are different they can well be, 
and because there are obviously many differences thought 
and language, which their turn furnish new argument 
for the authenticity the respective writings. 

come now the last objection Strauss, founded 


the alleged discrepancy the account Polycarp, the dis- 
ciple John, the proper time for the observance 
the Passover and the notice the Gospel. The 
Asia Minor were wont celebrate the Lord’s supper (the 
Christian paschal the fourteenth day the month 
Nisan, because they held that our Lord ate the paschal 
supper the evening with which that day commenced. 


the other hand, the bishop Rome maintained that this 
day was not binding Christians; that might fall 
any day the week, the eucharist ought not 
ted that day, but the following Sunday, the day 
the resurrection. This controversy came for the first time 
the year 1621, when Polycarp, bishop Smyrna, visited 
Anicetus, bishop Rome. The former appealed the cir- 
cumstance that had always observed that day with 
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Jolin, the disciple our Lord, and the rest the apostles 
with whom associated Hist. Eccl. 24, 16). 
Strauss maintains that this declaration Polycarp mani- 
fest conflict with the fourth Gospel, according which Jesus 
did not partake the paschal supper all, but instituted the 
holy supper the evening the preceding day, that is, 
thirteenth day the month Nisan. reply have 
the authority Maimonides and Appolinarius Laodicea 
(Greswell, Diss. XLI. Vol. 170 seq.), that the proper 
beginning any feast-day was reckoned from the night 
which it. The fourteenth Nisan, though not 
strictly considered portion the festival (cf. Joseph. 
Antiq. 10, was popularly regarded such, and from 
the putting away leaven, which took place soon 
commenced, and the cessation from servile labor Mishna, 
1V. was usually spoken the first day 
bread (Matt. xxvi. 17; Mark xiv. 12. See oseph., 
II. who speaks the festival lasting eight 
days, and ef. Lightfoot Mare. XIV. 12; Friedlieb. Archaeol. 
42; Ellicott, Life Christ, 291). that even- 
ing, that is, the beginning, and not the end, the fourteenth 
Nisan, our Lord sat down supper, and that supper (John 
xiii. cannot regarded different from that referred 
the synoptists, whose language precludes the possibility 
its being another than paschal supper. The alleged 
discrepancy falls therefore the ground. Our limits forbid 
the discussion this difficult subject, but refer the reader 
the valuable notes Elicott pp. 291-293) and the 
able article Herzog’s Real-Encyclopaedie. 

The irrepressible Strauss, having spent almost all his 
reserves for parting salute sundry objections 
e.g. that the evangelist refers twice high priest 
that year” (John xi. 49-51; xviii. 13), which statement 
could not mean anything else than that the incumbents 
the high priest’s office changed every year, whereas Pales- 
tinian apostle ought have known better, and recollected, 
particular, that Caiaphas remained number years 
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office. The inference Strauss means conclusive, 
for the words that are em- 
phatic, and equivalent that memorable year, the year 
the Redeemer’s death,” that the specification the 
person who filled that office was important; the evangelist 
simply referred the prophetical character the high 
priest, without the design indicating the duration his 
office. The disparaging remark Strauss that the evan- 
gelist’s obvious familiarity with the Old does not 
necessarily imply his being native Palestine, even 
Jewish Christian, because the originally Jewish basis the 
Christian churches and the important bearing the Old 
Testament the new faith might induce and enable Gen- 
tiles, e.g. men like Justin Martyr, acquire such familiarity, 
amounts nothing, for purely arbitrary, and poor 
way with important fact, which stubbornly 
resists the blows the German destroyer. Equally insig- 
nificant and arbritrary the remark that the apostle, 
humble origin and originally Galilean fisherman, could not 
have acquired old age such intimate acquaintance with 
Alexandrian and Philonic speculation the author the 
fourth Gospel manifestly possesses. know the 
receptivity John’s character, his long residence Asia 
Minor the midst theosophizing Jews and Jewish Chris- 
tians, Gentiles and Gentile Christians, the complemen- 
tary character the fourth Gospel, the deep and passion- 
ate love the Redeemer, which glows it, should in- 
deed surprised any other result than that which 
possess it, and, putting together all the varied objections, 
strictures, and criticisms, are form even the re- 
motest conception the character Gospel which Strauss 
would require have furnished. are satisfied 
that himself does not know; for his vocation seems 
destroy and not build up. revels delight the 
thought having destroyed the foundations our belief, 
and utterly indifferent about everything else. bids 
fling aside the Gospels ecclesiastical fabrications, and gives 
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the consolations his own creed credo nihil noth- 
ing, dream, universal 

now reaches the conclusion, how logical the reader 
will prepared determine, —that, while the examination 
external testimony yields the result that the first three 
Gospels show traces their existence, although not their 
present form, soon after the beginning the second century, 
sufficiently plain indicate that the rudiments their 
subject-matter emanated from the country where the events 
recorded did take place, the fourth Gospel did not become 
known until the middle that century, with plain marks 
that did originate foreign soil, under the influence 
philosophy unknown the first followers Jesus that, 
the former case, possible that the interval 
several generations lying between the events and their record 
its present form, mythical and unhistoric elements did 
creep in, the latter case the admixture philosophical 


the reader judge from the following extract whether our opinion 
Strauss and men his stamp not well founded. (Die Kirch- 
liche Tradition iiber den Apostel Johannes und seine Schriften ihrer Grund- 
losigkeit nachgewiesen. Leipzig. 1840) says that his investigations have 
him that fixed and indisputable fact “that all our Gospels 
are merely the productions the later theology the Christian church, which 
represented the life the Lord, faith, the times, and circumstances brought 
that, indeed, the whole so-called history the kingdom God 
the product theological imagination, and the events the result the doc- 
and that also “the main point” Christianity nothing but 
mean the doctrine hear the confessions former 
disciple the Tiibingen school (H. Merz, die Jahrbiicher der Gegenwart, 16. 
Stuttgart, 1845): wanted with the one hand seize Christ, reluctant 
abandon Hegel with the other. But whence was come vitally strong his- 
torical portrait the Saviour, after had been for four years critically dissolved 
for us? Matthew, Mark, Luke: mythical poetry! John: didactic poetry! 
The Acts: diplomatic record Jewish and Gentile Christianity the last two 
chapters Ephesians: spurious! Philippians: spurious! Colossians 
spurious! Thessalonians: the second, least, spurious! Titus, 
and Philemon: all The Epistles John: spurious, the Apoca- 
genuine! The first and second Peter: spurious! Hebrews: 
Jude: spurious! Revelation John: genuine—genuine genuine 
genuine unevangelical! This was our biblical school- 
satchel which carried away from this was the food for heart and 
spirit which received the hospitable house speculative criticism.” 


il 
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construction and conscious fiction becomes highly probable 
(Leben Jesu, 79). 

The conclusion reach after examination the ex- 
ternal evidences for the authenticity and genuineness the 
canonical Gospels is, course, diametrically opposed 
Strauss, and will given synoptical form after one 
two opinions the fourth Gospel, which fully corroborate 
the position occupy. They relate rather internal than 
external evidence but Strauss, have constantly 
trenches upon the former, need hardly apologize for their 
production. Were wholly ignorant the 
author the fourth Gospel and without single external 
testimony, the whole impression produces upon the 
deep, ardent love the Redeemer, carried holy enthu- 
siasm and disclosed every word; the fulness the Holy 
Spirit which that Gospel the fidelity which con- 
forms even the minutest traits the whole portrait 
Christ, all would constrain conclude that this Gospel 
could only have been written eye-witness the glory 
the only begotten Son, disciple familiar with and 
near the events his life, the disciple, short, who 
did lean the bosom the (Krabbe, 
das Leben Jesu). And once more: Had remained 
without any historical notices concerning the author the 
fourth Gospel, internal grounds, such the nature its 
language; the freshness and vivacity its narrative; the 
accuracy and precision its statements the peculiar manner 
which John the Baptist and the sons Zebedee are re- 
ferred to; the love and whole-souled attachment 
which the author evinces for Jesus; the irresistible charm 
which shed over the whole, ideally-conceived, evangelical 
history the philosophical contemplations the beginning 
the yield the result that the author 
such Gospel could only have been native Palestine, 
only that John whom Jesus held bound himself the 
whole heavenly charm his that John who did 
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lean the bosom Jesus, stood the cross Jesus, and 
whose later abode city like Ephesus proves that philo- 
sophical speculation not only attracted him, but that also 
understood how keep his ground among philosophically edu- 
cated (Credner, 208). author the 
last extract far from what should call orthodox is, 
fact, noted for arbitrariness and scepticism but that 
his opinion all the more valuable. 

now proceed synoptical review the external 
evidence favor the genuineness and authenticity the 
four canonical Gospels; adopting the order pursued Tis- 
chendorf his able and timely phamphlet (Wann wurden 
unsere verfasst? Leipzig. 1865). With him, 
then, start with the indisputable fact that our four 
Gospels were known and received every part the church 
during the last decades the second century according 
the concurrent testimony Irenaeus Lyons (last decades 
second century), Tertullian Carthage (last decade 
second century), Clement Alexandria about the end 
that century, and the probably Roman author the so- 
called Muratorian Canon, about the same period 
the Syriac version known the Peschito takes us, although 
the date its origin cannot verified positive proof; the 
Itala, however, the oldest Latin version may proved 
belong even earlier date for the translator Irenaeus 
(about the close the second century) and Tertullian (in 
the last decade that century) follow one and the same text, 
that must have had considerable authority that time 
and consequently have been several decades old 7). 

learn that Theophilus, bishop Antioch Syria, 
and Tatian (who flourished about 170) wrote harmonies 
the Gospels. Jerome designates the work the former 
joining together the sayings the four evangelists into 
one work, and seems refer also commentary, which, 
however, was either identical with, part one and the 


date derived from the author’s reference the episcopate Pius 
142-157) the words temporibus nostris and nuperrime. 
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same work.! One his works, still extant, 
contains citations from Matthew, Luke, and John. For the 
notices Tatian’s work are chiefly indebted 
and the latter whom was personally 
with it. Tatian, like Theophilus, seems have made har- 
the Gospels, which called the significant name 
Diatessaron, the gospel formed although 
heretical notions may have led him take unwarranted 
liberties with the text that work (see Eusebius, cited 
below), his apology which has come 
down us, has unmistakable references the Gospel 
John. The two lost works, however, are more important 
far than simple quotations, for both having the design 
producing the evangelical history the form harmonious 
whole, the inference inevitable, that the works themselves 
fall into period when the four Gospels were already con- 
sidered constitute finished whole, and that the date 
both works connot put much later than the middle the 
second century, the use and reception all four Gospels had 
been decided long before (Tischdf. 11). 

Without laying stress the citations from the 
the work Athenagoras Athens 177) and the 
language his contemporary, Dionysius Corinth 170), 
who designates the writings the New Testament the 
sacred writings the Hist. Eecl. 23), 
the evangelical references two apostolical Fathers, Poly- 
carp and Ignatius, the unquestionable reference 
Epistle (ad Phil. John iv. great importance, 
because indirect testimony early the second 
decade the second century (the Epistle having been written 
soon after the death Ignatius, 115) for the existence 
the fourth Gospel, the Gospel and the Epistle must have 
the same author. 


Ep. 151, Algas, 9.5. Theophilus ..... qui quatuor evangel- 
istarum unum opus dicta compingens ingenii sui nobis monimenta reliquit, 
haec super hac parabola suis commentariis locutus est. 

Hist. Eccl. IV. 29. Theodor. Haeret fab., 20. 
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The testimony Justin Martyr, however, most valuable. 
His second apology 161) has comparatively few refer- 
ences the evangelical writings, but the first 158) and 
his dialogue, lying about midway between the apologies, 
abound citations from and allusions and references the 
synoptists and also John, which, well the general 
term which wont designate the Gospels 
render highly probable that their canonical 
authority was fully established his time. 

Passing heretical testimony, have the significant 
statement (in the second half the second cen- 
tury) that the Gospels are firmly established that even 
the are witnesses for them and that every one starts 
from them order establish his doctrine” (adv. Haer. 
11, Tanta est autem evangelia haec firmitas, 
conetur suam confirmare 
know from Irenaeus that the Valentinians freely used 
John’s Gospel (adv. Haer. 11, 7), and that they derived 
the doctrine their first Ogdoad from the first chapter 
this Gospel (adv. Hacr. 5); and Hippolytus gives 
Johannean sayings the Lord used Valentinus (VI. 
35, [Valentinus] says, the Saviour says: All that ever 
came before are thieves and John 
the Valentinian system affords equal evidence for the synop- 
tical Gospels e.g. Valentinus saw his the cen- 
turion Capernaum (Matt. Luke vii. 8), made the 
dead and resuscitated daughter Jairus (Luke viii. 41) the 
symbol his Achamoth,? applied the words Jesus (Matt. 
18) his ten aeons represented the numerical value 
the and turned the case the woman diseased with 
issue blood twelve years, and healed our Lord, into 
figurative representation the sufferings and deliverance 
the twelfth Surely this marvellously fantastic 
transformation the simple words the Gospel affords 


Tren. adv. Haer., 
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striking proof their canonical authority early the 
first decades the second century (Tischendorf, 22). 

Ptolemaeus, his Epistle Flora, preserved Epiphanius, 
has several citations from Matthew and one from John, and 
Heracleon actually wrote commentary the latter, fact 
which proves not only the indubitable authority that 
Gospel about the middle the second century, but confirms 
also the statement Irenaeus, that the Valentinian system 
was dependent John’s 41] 
makes Cerdo, who, according Irenacus 3], was 
with Valentinus Rome during the episcopate Hyginus, 
the 

Hippolytus shows much for the first half the second 
century, since the and the Peratai, two the 
most ancient secis, were wont incorporate passages 
from the Gospels with their doctrines; produces, the 
case the former, citations from Matt. vii. 15, 14, and from 
and that the latter, John 14; 1-4; viii. 
(Philosophum., 12, 16, 17). 

The dependence the for the idea their 
paraclete John highly probable, more especially since 
the Alogi, their opponents, rejected his and aseribed it, 
well the Apocalypse, Cerinthus, the heretical con- 
temporary John. This latter circumstance certainly 
very strong argument for the great antiquity the Johan- 
nean Gospel. 

Basilides, who lived the reign but whose 
commentary twenty-four books the Gospel can not 
proved have related exclusively our Gospels, has verbal 
citations from John and Luke (Philosophum., VII. 22, 27, 
where ii. are undeniably used, and Philosophum., 
26, where Luke iv. applied), and refers Matthew’s 
account the star the wise men 22). 

Marcion, learn from Tertullian, originally acknowl- 
edged all our Gospels, and only afterwards presumed 
change and amend them (Tertull. adv. 
Christi, 2). 
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Celsus wrote his book against Christianity about the mid- 
dle the second century. are indebted Origen, who 
answered it, for many passages from his work which show 
that the substance his assaults was chiefly drawn from our 
Gospels. seems refer the four Gospels his strict- 
ures the presence angels the resurrection, saying 
that according some two angels were present, according 
others only one. Origen understood the first Luke and 
John, the second Matthew and Mark. made similar 
use other accounts the Gospels; cites and 
cises, after his manner, the narrative the worshipping magi, 
whom calls Chaldeans (1. 58), the flight Jesus 
66), the appearance the dove the baptism 
Jesus (1. 40), his miraculous birth 40), our Lord’s charge 
the disciples Matt. 65), the agony the gar- 
den (II. 24), the Saviour’s thirst the cross (II. the 
words Jesus, that was easicr fora camel pass through 
the eye needle, which pretends recognize 
Platonic saying (VI. 16), and many other passages. 
refers John saying that Jesus had been asked 
the Jews work miracle the temple (1. 67), finds 
fault with Jesus being called the Logos (II. 31), and mocks 
the flowing blood from the side Jesus (II. 36), ete. 

That Celsus did not quote from oral tradition, but from 
the evangelical writings know from himself, for says 
(Origen, And all this have taken from your own 
writings want other testimony, for you fall your 
own sword”; and plainly intimates that, although had 
other sources information, discriminated between them 
and the writings the disciples Jesus, the words (Ori- 
gen, cont. Cels. might adduce many things that 
have been written Jesus according truth, but very 
ferent from the writings the disciples Jesus but will 
let this (See Tischendorf, 28). 

The preceding testimony the early Fathers, heretics, 
acknowledged enemy Christianity yields the result that 
the synoptical Gospels, well that John, were used and 
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The argument for the still higher antiquity the four 
Gospels drawn from the early existence the 
the Acta Pilati (the first part the so-called Evangelium 
Nicodemi), and the more heretical Thomae 
been developed with great skill Tischendorf (1. pp. 29- 
41), with the general result that the first two these 
phal works must have been composed during the first decades 
the century, that they are substantially identical 
with the writings, known those names, which are still 
extant, and that the evident reference the former the 
Gospels Matthew and Luke, brings the date their 
composition down the last decades the first century, 
while the equally manifest dependence the latter the 
Gospel John lays the date that Gospel the last years 
that century. 

This result reached the following considerations: 
Justin Martyr, his Dialogue with Tryphon, and his 
first Apology 138), furnishes several notices relating 
the birth Jesus which agree only with the Protevangelium 
Jacobi, and not with the Gospels Matthew and Luke. The 
hypothesis that Justin may have drawn his information from 
another source, lost gnostic work, and 
the Evangelium Petri, purely arbitrary and untenable, 
while the whole tendency the indicates 
the prior existence the canonical Gospels; andif the date 
the Protevangelium seems fall the first decades the 
second century, the gospels Matthew and Luke, which 
its references are limited, cannot have been composed later 
than during the last decades the first century. 

The same Justin refers twice his first Apology 
128) the Acta Pilati, for the confirmation the various inci- 
dents the crucifixion and the predicted miraculous cures 
Jesus (see Apol. and 48). the former passage Justin 
cites Isa. Ixv. and Ps. xxi.16, 18, affirming the ful- 
those prophecies, and concluding thus: And that 
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this did happen, you may see from the acts written under Pon- 
tius the latter cites Isa. xxxv, 4-6, and con- 
cludes: And that Jesus did this, you may see from the Acts 
written under Pontius Pilate.” similar, but still more ex- 
plicit reference the Acts Pilate, may seen Tertul- 
lian’s Apologeticus, 21. who has diligently 
pared the ancient MSS.,and given the result his collations 
and investigations his text the Evangelia Apocrypha, 
reaches the conclusion that our present Acta Pilati are the 
main identical with the work used Justin and Tertullian, 
and the work itself manifestly dependent its account 
the judicial proceedings the Gospel John, and that 
the crucifixion and resurrection the synoptical Gospels, 
and that work was cited Justin early 138 
manner showing that was considered authoritative 
his time, the date its composition must belong the begin- 
ning the second century, and the utmost importance 
with respect the date the canonical Gospels, and espe- 
cially that John, which must have been written before 
the beginning that century Tischendorf, Evangelia 
Apocrypha, Prolegg. liv sqq.). 

The Evangelium Thomae, use among the Marcosians 
and Naassenes (as testified Irenaeus, adv. Haer. 20, and 
Hippolytus, Philosophum., 101, coll. 94), originated 
about the middle the second century. Although know 
only from fragments which have come down us, and 
more less deviate from one another, yet their contents 
constitute important testimony for the genuineness and 
early antiquity our Gospels, for they show plainly that 
the book was designed fill the gap the early life 
our Lord which exists the four canonical Gospels, and that 
the evangelical canon that age was such encourage 
historical invention that direction. 

Another testimony favor the canonical Gospels the 
general character the aforesaid apocryphal writings, which 
Tischendorf (1. 40) puts The great contrast 
the latter the former, form and substance, language 
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and thought, conception and treatment, bears testimony 
for the holy origin our canonical Gospels, compared with 
which the writings appear like the last, limping 
followers (of army).” 

The recent discovery the Codex Sinaiticus Tischen- 
dorf furnishes additional and incidental testimony for the 
existence the evangelical canon the beginning the 
second century. That famous and most ancient manuscript 
parchment extant, contains the entire text the 
Epistle Barnabas, the first five chapters which were, 
until that discovery took place, only known from old 
Latin Codex. that Latin text, occurs the following pas- 
sage the end Adtendamus ergo forte, 
sicut scriptum est, multi vocati, pauci inveniamur.” 
The words sicut scriptum est were regarded the interpola- 
tion Latin translator, but the original Greek text the 
Codex Sinaiticus has the passage from Matthew with the intro- 
ductory words, and this vindication the 
Latin text Epistle which cannot have been composed later 
than the beginning the second century, yields the impor- 
tant result that its author cited the first canonical Gospel 
scripture, for this formula was used distinguish holy writ 
from other writings (cf. Matt. iv. ete., Luke iv. and 
that consequently that early date the Gospel Matthew 
had canonical authority. 

The absurd re-assertion the long since discarded notion 
that the passage from Matthew, multi vocati, pauci electi,” 
the Epistle Barnabas citation from the fourth book 
Ezra, viii. which reads, according the Latin and 
Ethiopic texts, nam multi (Eth. adds mun- 

pauci autem salvabuntur,” carries its refutation the 
and requires the inventive faculty, faith,” 
Strauss, seriously entertained. 

Tischendorf (1. pp. 46-50) very justly maintains that 
this direct, canonical authentication Matthew’s Gospel 
really involves that the other Gospels. The circumstance 
that during the first three quarters the second century 
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the balance testimony seems occasionally favor Matthew 
John Luke, two them together, does not prove that 
the same time the one was authenticated and the other not 
authenticated. The comparatively scanty monuments the 
literature that period which have come down us, and 
the characteristics the several Gospels which made Mark 
incomparably better adapted for purposes citation than 
Matthew, conduce the probability that they render mutual 
testimony each the rest. This probability increased 
the early references the Gospels one harmonious whole, 
without any specification the authors the respective Gos- 
pels, well Justin Martyr’s allusion Tertullian’s 
tion the evangelists, according which some were the dis- 
ciples the Lord and others companions the apostles. 
this way only can account for the existence harmonies 
the four Gospels soon after the middle the second century, 
and understand the symbolical argumentation Irenaeus, 
why there were just four Gospels, neither less nor more. The 
absence all controversy the evangelical canon the 
second century, moreover, significant fact, taken con- 
nection with its universal reception the close that 
century. 

The question the canonicity our four Gospels must 
have been settled the beginning the second century. 
During the fearful struggles and commotions the infant 
church, the time her rapid extension, the church can- 
onized the Gospels and other apostolical monuments from 
the hands Paul, John, and Peter, not, however, formal 
resolutions decrees, but the simple order 
nature. The notices the life Christ from the pen 
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John would eagerly received 
authentic records, and regarded precious legacies left 
the church. Luke sent both his works Theophilus, and his 
circulation them surely would not excite doubts their 
genuineness the minds those who received them from 
him. The same holds good the Epistles Paul, the first 
John, and the first Peter. John composed his Gospel 
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Asia Minor, would those churches which ministered 
and gave his Gospel, which were the immediate sureties its 
genuineness all the rest, entertain any doubts its gen- 
uineness? There valid reason question the correct- 
ness the account the origin John’s Gospel which 
Eusebius gives the authority ancient notices (Hist. 
24); viz. that when John saw the first three 
Gospels, which had been distributed among all, testified 
their truth, but missed the history the beginning 
Christ’s ministry and being urged supply the 
acceded the request his friends. 

“The four Gospels and the other monuments the apos- 
tolical age must have been extant during the last decades 
the first century. Their authority was immediately vouched 
for the names their authors, and the apostolical 
churches their turn were sureties for them. With the death 
the authors their writings became still more sacred and 
precious, and, after the emancipation the church from the 
synagogue, were necessarily regarded worthy complete 
and enlarge the canon the Old Testament. Warranted 
this supposition per se, could not confidently asserted 
were not confirmed multiform considerations belong- 
ing the history the canon the second century (Tisch- 

The testimony Papias, which Tischendorf omitted its 
proper historical place, and account its vagueness 
considers separately, with results similar those given above, 
need not repeated enter, therefore, the domain 
the textual criticism the New Testament, where the 
opinion living author entitled greater respect 
than that Tischendorf, whose indefatigable labors 
are indebted for species evidence for the genuineness 
the New Testament canon which can hardly said 
generally known scholars, and still less those who 
depend for their information their public teachers. 
hoped that the evidence textual criticism, happy 
the results has already produced, may speedily occupy 


THE ORIGIN THE GOSPELS. 561 


prominent position the lectures professors Chris- 
tian evidences our colleges and seminaries. These results 
are follows; there doubt that the earliest Latin 
version the Gospels was made soon after the middle 
the second century, for the Latin translator Irenaeus 
(just before the close that century) and Tertullian 
(during the last decade that century) wrote undeniable 
dependence that text. That earliest version,! least 
its main features, still extant for our oldest documents 
for that text emanating from North Africa, the home 
Tertullian, receive for many their readings the confirma- 
tion two ancient witnesses (Irenaeus and Tertullian), 
that even those sections the text which are not found 
their writings, must supposed agree with, least 
come very near to, that oldest redaction. But the discovery 
the Codex Sinaiticus carries much further, for -the 
text, which competent scholars 
grounds pronounce have been written the middle the 
third century, exhibits striking affinity with the oldest 
Latin version, that must considered essential 
agreement with that text from which the first Latin trans- 
lator, the originator the so-called Itala, made his transla- 
tion; and that this text was not isolated character 
evident from the agreement with the recently discov- 
ered most ancient Syriac text the Nitrian MS. the 
beginning the fifth century, Origen, and others the 
earliest Fathers. This Syriac text analogous with the Itala 
the twofold proof noticed forthwith, for the most 


had pass through many stages. Revised different hands the 
third and fourth centuries with reference the Greek text, Jerome, towards 
the close the fourth century, made the basis his text, with diligent com- 
parison the most authentic codices the old Latin version and those Greek 
codices which that ancient Latin version was based. This version Jerome 
gradually became the Romish Vulgate, whose text had, again, experienced many 
modifications and corruptions, when was finally set forth the only authorized 
version the church Rome, Clement 1592. 

Tischendorf’s Evangelium Palatinum, Lipsiae, 1847, edited from MSS. 
the fourth fifth century also Codex Graeco-Latin. 
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recent investigations place beyond all doubt that the 
Peschito version, commonly said belong the close the 
second century, presupposes the existence the Nitrian 
text, that this latter must have originated about the 
middle the second century” (Tischendorf, pp. 63, 
64). 

have, therefore, the important fact that about the 
middle the second century the four Gospels were trans- 
lated into Syriac and Latin. These translations, however, 
prove more than the harmonistic works Tatian and The- 
ophilus the Gospel (of about the same period), viz. that 
the Gospels Matthew and Mark, well those Luke 
and John, were that time extant the forms which 
they are known now. The hypothesis that insulated 
citations the earliest period seem have been taken from 
the Evangelium Secundum Hebraeos, and not from Matthew, 
and that the third Gospel continued that time the sup- 
posed original form, which the modern interpretation 
the testimony Papias has given rise, completely set 
aside the oldest Latin text these Gospels, least far 
the middle the second century concerned nor there 
left room for the supposition that the Latin text had then 
only been recently made unknown hand from earlier 
materials different form, and that their disfigured recen- 
sions were unskilfully considered the Latin church the 
originals, for this respect the Nitrian Syriac text supports 
the Itala, except that its Gospel Mark has been lost with 
the exception the last four verses. Cureton, who discov- 
ered and edited the Nitrian text, supposed that the Gospel 
Matthew that text “was built upon the original Ara- 
maic text (Preface Syriac Gospels, but his suppo- 
sition contradicted the agreement the Syriac text 
Matthew with the most ancient Greek and Latin documents. 
But have still far more important result textual crit- 
icism, which the opinion Tischendorf affords evidence 
that all our Gospels have brought down the begin- 
ning the second, not the end the first, century. 
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“Tor while the one hand the text the Sinaitic MSS., 
well the oldest Itala text, belong the use the second 
prove that the same superiority over other documents 
has many respects departed from original 
purity, and presupposes entire text-history. Here are 
not exclusively limited the Codex Sinaiticus, this that 
MS. the Itala, with Irenaeus and Tertullian, but may 
include all those text-vouchers which part are necessarily, 
and part most probably, traced back the second 
century, and reach the result the undeniable fact that 
rich text-history lies already back it. mean say 
even before the second half the second century, when 
repeated our Gospels were made, not only many 
mistakes transcribers took place, but that sometimes also 
the expression and sense single passages were changed, and 
sometimes greater smaller additions from apocryphal or. 
oral were made, not excluding even those changes 
which testify particular for the early collection our 
Gospels into canon and originated the collocation 
single parallel passages. this really the case, 
important stage the text-history our four Gospels lies 
really before the middle the second century, before the 
time when canonical authority and the more firmly estab- 
lished order cast ever-growing dam 
against arbitrary modifications the sacred text (and 
engage furnish elsewhere full proofs his head), 
have claim least half century for this history. Are 
therefore not constrained fix the beginning, for 
dare not say the origin, the evangelical canon the end 
the first and does not this result grow more 
certain from the fact that all the historical factors the 
second century, which have produced without holding 
anything back, have been formed agree with (Tisch- 
endorf, pp. 66, 67) 

have now fulfilled our promise, and given the result 
our investigation this most important, most interesting, 
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and very difficult subject. This result cannot considered 
any other light than that triumphant vindication 
the genuineness, authenticity, and canonicity the evangel- 
ical writings. have followed Strauss step step 
through his labyrinthine wanderings; have given 
fair and patient hearing, and endeavored meet his objec- 
tions, strictures, sophistries, and perversions with calmness, 
expose their fallacy and, are sorry say, not 
quently their dishonesty, appeal the very record 
which his judgment fatal the our 
Gospels. How far have been successful the reader must 
determine from the pros and cons they lie before him. 
have also given synopsis the whole evidence the 
order Tischendorf, and carried, hope, conviction 
the minds our readers that the boasted impregnable fort- 
ress Strauss cannot hold out against the truth; that the 
testimony the early Fathers, the testimony 
the testimony Jewish and Pagan enemies Christianity, 
and lastly the testimony textual criticism, the four 
canonical Gospels are the genuine products the evangelisis 
whose names they bear; and that the chain evidence for 
their genuineness, consisting many and apparently in- 
congruous links, nothing short wonderful, and affords 
striking illustration the manner which God’s never-fail- 
ing providence overrules evil for good, and makes all things 
work together for good them that love him. 
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ARTICLE II. 


THE ANCESTRY AND EDUCATION THE ORATOR 
AESCHINES. 


PROF. JAMES BOISE, ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


opinions modern times respecting Aeschines have 
been formed chiefly the representations his great rival 
and political enemy, Demosthenes. The biting sarcasm and 
contemptuous raillery the Oration the Crown has been 
very generally, with slight abatement, trustworthy 
history. Thus, the father appears slave 
the lowest character, and his mother, for the basest and 
most disgusting conduct, destitute all claim respect; 
while their son, poverty the most abject and vices the most 
degrading, grew without any the refining influences 
education and good society. Perhaps orator, ancient 
modern times, ever had his command more inex- 
haustible fund the most terrible invective than Demos- 
thenes; and other occasion his life did draw 
largely this fund the last great contest with his mor- 
this may not condemn the orator but 
are accept the delineations hatred, roused its 
fullest intensity, for calm and faithful historic portraiture 
Must not distinguish all cases between the 
language passion and that reason? man who reads 
Burke’s celebrated Speech the Nabob Arcot’s Debt,” 
how much soever may admire the wonderful power the 
orator, would for moment think finding there true por- 
trait the younger Pitt. The premier who long stood 
the helm, and faithfully well skilfully guided the ship 
state through perilous seas, there appears mon- 
ster iniquity, without parallel history. means 
condemn the orator. may even accord the highest praise 
his viewed oratory; but can never 
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accept them history. Now the principles historic evi- 
dence not change. are distrust the representa- 
tions violent political adversary one age, shall not 
also another? Does not become us, then, review some 
the current opinions regard the great rival Demos- 
ble, gain fuller and more truthful views 

Not only does historic justice demand this, age when 
nearly all the great questions relating antiquity are sub- 
jected more careful scrutiny than ever before but aside 
from this consideration, think true understanding and 
just appreciation Demosthenes himself depends large 
extent correct idea the character and standing his 
great rival. 

Have then any trustworthy means ascertaining 
how far the hideous picture Aeschines and his ancestors 
the Oration the Crown true This question 
has lately been examined critically Arnold Schaefer, Pro- 
fessor Grimma, his work entitled, Demosthenes and 
his Time (Demosthenes und seine Zeit). this work, 
entire chapter devoted the ancestry and life Aeschi- 
nes his entrance his political career und 
Lebensweg des Aeschines bis zum Eintritt die politische 
Laufbahn). propose the remainder this Article 
follow the course thought and present the views 
Schaefer the main this doing, our only 
apology the fact that the entire question here subjected 
more searching examination and rigid analysis than 
anything have before seen. 


Aeschines claimed lineal descent from one the ancient 
and honorable families Athens— the priestly family 
the Butadae. This claim was established the fact that 
his father belonged phratria, which took part the same 
sacrifices the from whom the priestess 
Athena was circumstance mentioned 
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chines not more exalt the dignity his phratria, than 
indicate that his family access was offered the highest 
priestly offices. That belonged the deme the Cotho- 
cidae, who were the same with the Butadae, shown 
Demosthenes. Accordingly contrasting his 
origin with that his great rival, whom considers infe- 
rior rank, prides himself the sacred offices and graves 
his ancestors. family thus honorable was Atrometus, 
father who was born six years before the Pelo- 
ponnesian war. his youth devoted himself athletic 
exercises, without concern respecting livelihood until his 
fortune was lost the war. From the thirty tyrants 
escaped and fled Corinth. next engaged hired 
soldier Asia, where served with distinction. Returning 
from thence, fought under Thrasybulus for the restoration 
the democracy. much learn from Aeschines 
his Oration the Embassy. The picture which there 
draws the public misery the close the war derives 
its coloring from the narrative his father, who had lived 
through those unhappy times. Obtaining his information 
from the same source, Aeschines vividly describes, the 
Oration against Ctesiphon, the new life Athens after the 
return the fugitive what way Atrometus sup- 
ported himself and family after this period Aeschines does 
not inform still leaves infer, speaking the 
loss property, that his father after the war lived indi- 
gence. means nothing else than this, also, when speaks 
himself being his lot private citizen, and 
equality with the middling classes. Reference evidently 
made again his own ancestry when speaks the law- 
giver not excluding from the bema those who are not de- 
scended from generals, nor those who may have labored for 
their own support. These intimations are all that can 
gather this point from Aeschines himself. the age 
ninety-four Atrometus, perhaps the oldest citizen then living, 
appeared court the trial respecting the embassy (343 
and pleaded for his son.. died year afterwards. 
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witnessed, therefore, the extreme limit human life, 
the escape his son from the punishment treason, and 
the influential position which had acquired through the 
friendship the powerful Macedonian King. 

The statements considered themselves, 
present nothing contradictory incredible. That wealthy 
citizens were reduced poverty the course the Pelopon- 
nesian war appears from testimonics. The 
tation the Athenian territory, the loss foreign posses- 
sions, the total destruction trade and commerce, 
connection with the extraordinary sacrifices demanded 
the war, had deprived many family hereditary comfort 
and standing. this distress left 
native city, seek his fortune elsewhere. speaks 
this departure banishment, without mentioning the 
cause. One might conjecture that had been involved 
the fall some kindred house but since have knowl- 
edge that ever mingled politics, seems more probable 
that Aeschines speaks voluntary absence 
departure from home. Atrometus sought foreign military 
service, the best opportunity was offered Corinth, that 
time principal place enlistment. not improbable 
that then, conjectured the scholia (Aesch. 147), 
entered the service Persian satrap. Soon, however, the 
course events Athens encouraged him return home, 
and seek his fortune there anew. 

More than this Aeschines does not communicate concern- 
ing his father. now place consider how Demos- 
thenes describes him. the Oration the Embassy the 
orator relates what had heard from elderly people that 
the father Aeschines had obtained pitiful living school- 
master, and even mentions the place the 
had been the fact, long time must, meanwhile, have elapsed 
since, old age had not brought with repose, the advance- 
ment his sons would least have ameliorated his condi- 
tion. another passage the same oration Demosthenes 
calls mind the condemnation men who had rendered 
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the state eminent also those who were sprung 
from eminent families; and then continues thus: The son 
Atrometus the schoolmaster, and Glaucothea child 
such parents, man who nothing ever showed himself 
useful the state; himself, nor his father, nor 
one his brothers such man, will you suffer escape 
from your hands! what horse, what trireme, what 
military expedition, what chorus, what what volun- 
tary contribution, what all these things, has ever been fur- 
nished the state these men” (Dem. Here also 
the reproaches cast Atrometus spring from the fact that 
had been schoolmaster, and had not participated 
honorable services behalf the state. keeping with 
this view, Demosthenes speaks Aeschines brothers 

This all that Demosthenes has say Atrometus 
the Oration the Embassy, which certainly does not 
spare his antagonist. Nothing really dishonorable here 
brought forward nothing that contradicts the statements 
Aeschines. Since, the time about which Aeschines 
silent—that is, after the return suppose 
his father have been schoolmaster. afterwards 
might the ancestry Aeschines appear ordinary, but not 
vulgar. 

the Oration the Crown Demosthenes tells very dif- 
ferent story, when serves his purpose meet the ground- 
less reproaches his enemy the same vein. need 
not repeat his words they are the memory every reader 
Demosthenes; since more effective scorn has seldom been 
poured forth any orator. here paints the father 
Aeschines, under the name Tromes, the vilest slave, 
little trusted that must wear wooden collar and clogs. 
this character serves the schoolmaster Elpias; and 
Aeschines must attend his father prepare the ink, scour 
the benches, sweep the schoolroom. Thus brought 
the most abject poverty his beggarly parents. Late 
life does Aeschines elevate himself above this condition. 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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becomes the same time Athenian and anorator. Then 
transforms his father into Atrometus. 

The orator presents here the strongest colors picture, 
whose outlines correspond little the sketch the earlier 
oration they that which Aeschines himself makes 
his father. Instead Athenian citizen who not 
condition make special offerings the state, find 
pitiful slave; instead schoolmaster, schoolmaster’s 
instead Atrometus, one Tromes. now 
inquire which these two views the more truthful, 
shall compelled adopt the earlier. supported 
the testimony the older citizens was presented while 
Atrometus was still alive; finally, not conflict with 
the statements the son. The later invective has nothing 
all this its favor. Even assume that Demosthenes 
did not the Oration the Crown purposely give loose 
reins his bitterly provoked hatred the 
groundless reproaches the ancestry Aeschines, but that 
all which brings forward had been received through popu- 
lar tradition, must not any means, even that case, 
forget how impure fountain information this always is. 
Furthermore, this case also, the statements were made 
thirteen years after the death Atrometus, ordinary cit- 
izen, who had attained the great age ninety-five years. 
The popular account would naturally become the more exag- 
gerated, the higher the eminence reached the man 
whose low origin rumor darkly hints. 

The representation consistent with all our other 
knowledge the subject, while the later invective presents 
only contradictions. The name Tromes (the trembler) 
would given even slave only particular stigina 
and Aeschines’s father was called Tromes slave, 
would very unlikely, stealing into the rank citizen, 
assume name which would remind every one his former 
servitude. The name would come much more 
naturally from Atrometus, than the latter from the former. 
Besides, the name Atrometus for free-born Athenian 
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made quite certain other and similar formations, 
mantus and Aphobus; also the names his sons, Philoch- 
ares, Aeschines, Aphobetus, the last being formed after the 
analogy the father’s But the representation 
Aeschines concerning his ancestry was all false, and was 
really sprung from those whom the people why did 
not Demosthenes once put end the ruinous influence 
such man, calling him account for his unwar- 
rantable assumption the rights citizen? has been 
mentioned above that Aeschines brought his aged father into 
court the trial the embassy, move the pity the 
should bring fresh mind disgraceful origin? 
and find this fact another proof that the 
invective Demosthenes the Oration the Crown with- 
out foundation, and contradiction the statements 
short, that the orator has drawn caricature serve his 
purpose the time. Hence, cannot take single 
feature correct delineation the character and life 
Atrometus. might indeed have been assistant teacher 
under the schoolmaster explanation found the 
and afterwards, Passow supposes, might have 
become the head the school; but this point but little 
importance. 

Thus much Atrometus. come now the inquiry 
respecting the mother She also, accept 
the statements her son, was descended from honorable 
family, being the daughter Glaucus Acharnae, and sister 
the general Cleobulus. appears she was least 
free-born. Her name, Glaucothea, mentioned Demos- 
thenes the Oration the Embassy. derived from 
that her father, and purely any name can well 


be. brother, with Demaenetus fellow 


defeated the Lacedemonian fleet under Chilon. Respecting 
this Chilon, naval commander, have further infor- 


Atrometus, from privative and trembling. Aphobetus, from priv- 
ative and fear. 
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mation. was probably other than the 
king Archidamus, who commanded the Spartans the 
battle with the Arcadians Cromnus (364 
fell this battle, and mentioned Xenophon one 
the conspicous men whose loss was severely felt the 
demonians. Thus appears that Cleobulus, brother 
Glaucothea, had contributed towards victory over emi- 
nent Spartan, time when the Athenians were first learn- 
ing again conquer. similar way, another passage 
also, Aeschines speaks his kinsmen his mother’s side 
free-born Athenians. 

With this, let compare what Demosthenes the Oration 
the Embassy says Glaucothea; for this the name 
which she there and doubt her rightful claim 
expressed. She alluded three passages, each 
time indeed conducting dishonorably and unlawfully 
the office priestess. For this she had deserved death 
much any other priestess for like misconduct. 

These charges Demosthenes can hardly considered 
without foundation; especially Aeschines passes them 
over silence. But whatever conclusion may arrive 
respecting the actual conduct Glaucothea, whatever may 
have been the peculiar aggravations palliations her case, 
the fact noted that formal accusation was ever 
made against her; also that Demosthenes does not question 
the fact her being Athenian and 

How different the picture the Oration the Crown! 
How everything which before was only ambiguous, suspi- 
cious, most punishable, now painted the most glaring 
colors, mean, vulgar, and loathsome! need not here 
repeat full the circumstantial description, how Aeschines’s 
mother lived common harlot, ready for all wantonness, 
and hence received the name Empusa; how the galley- 
piper Phormio, himself slave, raised her 
how, afterwards, when Aeschines became 
enrolled among the citizens changed the name his 
mother (as also that his father), that the hag Empusa 
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was very reverently named Glaucothea, goddess. 
Demosthenes explains the significanee the former 
Having obtained,” says he, this appellation from the fact 
her doing and suffering everything.” But Empusa can 
only regarded nickname; and such change 
names Demosthenes alleges Tromes becoming Atrome- 
should anticipate some name sounding similarly 
Glaucothea. Now, what would more natural than 
supposition already made ancient times. 
But this name would not serve the purpose Demosthenes 
for, though not high sounding Glaucothea, was yet 
good citizen name. therefore the offensive 
appellation Empusa. 

This the mother Aeschines also contra- 
dicts the earlier implications Demosthenes. the Oration 
the Embassy Glaucothea appears Athenian that 
the Crown, among the lowest the rabble, 
only with slaves. Was her conduct priestess formerly 
liable suspicion, perhaps punishable; now the orator 
knows how paint, even hair, her outrageous impropri- 
eties. Proofs, such the quesion fact beyond 
doubt, are not existence. had 
the Oration against Ctesiphon speak his mother, and 
are consequently limited his former oration, and those 
Demosthenes, for our information this point. said 
that Demosthenes would not have dared draw such 
picture without good reason that the simple fact his ven- 
turing thus far proof the unfavorable opinion his 
This not quite clear; and even his hearers 
did hold such views, the question were they 
truthful 

That Glaucothea was not but free-born Athenian, 
Aeschines affirms, obtains confirmation, saw before, 
from the earlier oration Demosthenes himself. Thus, the 
imputation the later oration change names, and 
obtaining the rights citizen stealth, falls the ground. 
But what her abandoned private life? This charge also 
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does not appear the Oration the Embassy though 
may safely assume that Demosthenes omits that speech 
nothing disgraceful his adversary which the informa- 
tion obtained from elderly such 
testimony alluded the Oration the Crown. The 
assumption that all acknowledge the truthfulness the 
picture. Not, therefore, from actual observers, but, may 
suppose, from common gossip, Demosthenes took the features 
that picture which sketches. Almost seventy years 
had elapsed since the putative facts; and popular tradi- 
tion the memory woman, whose name was frequent 
the city, whose children had but lately risen eminence 
would least liable erroneous Even 
definite witnesses the supposed deeds might found, who 
had never even seen her; and reports current the city, 
arising from more recent events, might easily become 
nected anachronism with her memory. Thus pic- 
ture the parents this upstart might found ready 
made and Demosthenes adds this, from the gossip which 
had himself collected, whatever suits his own fancy. 
spins out the scandalous story the mysteries, 
ting Glaucothea all the which had ever been 
practised them. this way she held for scorn and 
such representation, the evidence all falls the ground. 
The question may perhaps occur some minds: why did 
Demosthenes change the invective against the parents 
Aeschines found the earlier oration into such contemp- 
tuous reproaches the later Here must first 
consider, that the Oration the Embassy Demosthenes 
the accuser; the accused, whom the right 
making the reply belongs. Thus was important pre- 
sent only facts, not expose weak points which his 
adversary might attack, and this means divert the atten- 
tion the judges from the real issue. necessity 
weigh his words did not exist the delivery the Oration 
the Crown, since was now the position defendant, 
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and had fear that his would afterwards examine 
and refute what brought forward only digression. 
This fact presents our view the later representation less 
trustworthy. Again, can readily see why Demosthenes 
his defense pours cut such unmeasured reproach and 
scorn Aeschines. wished brand him the venal 
traitor his country, and the personal enemy who, pub- 
lic and private, had embittered his life, and had never ceased, 
with impudent front, slander him. we, then, read 
Aeschines’s speech against Ctesiphon that Demosthenes 
descended unlawful wedlock from traitor condemned 
death, weigh fully such charge, shall prepared, 
not justify, least comprehend, the invective De- 
mosthenes. general, however, such license speech ought 
not looked from the point view Athenian, 
whom unbridled tongue was not displeasing much 
rather may adopt Plutarch’s opinion, which had just 
illustrated the case Aeschines and Demosthenes, that 
vituperation and invective are least all suited states- 
man. Such vulgar pastime, says he, does more harm him 
who introduces than the one who compelled the 
frustrates the object the business hand, and 
disturbs the both senate and peonle. The con- 
temporaries were not this mind. the 
pleasure arising from good joke they forget, little cared, 
whom From such indulgence Demosthenes abstains 
entirely his popular complains also 
the Oration the Crown, that the people bartered away the 
interests the state for the pleasure listening 
disapproves this popular tendency emphatic terms. 
supposed,” says he, another passage, our 
ancestors established these courts justice, not that may 
assemble you here, and utter against one another, from our 
privates grievances, words that are not spoken; but 
rather that may bring proofs, any one has anything 


The Oration the Crown, must recollected, was delivered court 
justice. 
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wronged the But when last Demosthenes has 
himself set aside all proofs, and, though not friend vitu- 
peration, affirms, repels the attacks his adversary 
with like weapons, declares more than once that 
forced such language only through the lavish abuse 
Aeschines. This proud favorite foreign kings, whose 
powerful voice had just rung out pompous speech, Demos- 
thenes now seeks hold for derision, and thus oblit- 
erate the impression which the invective Aeschines had 
mony not This invective assumes fully the 
character that personal ridicule which abounds the 
Athenian comedy. That, indeed, the source from which 
comes. From comedy was transfered 
ing people oratory; and will estimate 
must weigh the same scales with Aristophanes’s ridi- 
cule Cleon, Euripides, Socrates. Whatever 
blameworthy must charged, not any individual, but 
the entire period. the scorn which heaped 
chines, the nickname Empusa, given his mother, points 
directly the comic stage. Demosthenes reminds his audi- 
tors the comic mask simply excite their laughter. But 
for earnest and entire truth, the Athenians themselves would 
never think taking it. 

Accordingly must not picture ourselves Glaucothea, 
any more than Atrometus, the orator has chosen do; 
but must limit ourselves the better grounded statements 
the Oration the Embassy, remembering always that her 
priestess was not above suspicion. 

That the parents Aeschines were Athenian citizens 
appears further confirmed when consider what said 
his since against these, even Demosthenes can say 
nothing worse than that they had special claim the high 
honors which they had received. According him, Philoch- 

had once devoted himself the painting drums and 
alabaster boxes, while Aphobetus, like his brother 
chines, had been employed scribe, from which occupations 


| 
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both had been called, without any special deserts, the most 
scholiast undertakes defend Philocares against Demos- 
thenes. Starting with the very just thought, that the orators 
shamelessly disparage the praiseworthy efforts their oppo- 
nents, falls into the absurdity comparing Philochares 
with the most celebrated painters, Zeuxis, Apelles, and Eu- 
phranor. This requires refutation, and would not have 
alluded to, but for the fact that Maussac adopts the idea 
Aeschines introduces his eldest brother, the 
Oration the Embassy this manner: This Philochares, 
our eldest brother, not following ignoble pursuits, Demos- 
thenes injuriously affirms, but passing his time gymnasia, 
and having joined military campaign with Iphicrates, 
after serving three years continuously general, has now 
come entreat you save Now may that Philoch- 
ares was not distinguished general; yet clear that 
his election and his conduct office gave special offense. 
Aphobetus Demosthenes says, that together with his 
brother Aeschines had earned money holding subordi- 
nate positions scribe; afterwards both were promoted 
the people toa higher place the same occupation, and lived 
two years the public expense. This may all true, 
Aeschines does not contradict it; but also remains true that 
Aphobetus was afterwards honored with the highest offices 
the state. from Aeschines that was sent 
envoy the Persian king, and another time was entrusted 
with the care the public revenues. Granting now that 
Aphobetus and his brothers owed their promotion the pat- 
ronage Eubulus, still does not appear that their conduct 
was unworthy their official stations. what ground 
Demosthenes casts suspicion the private life Aphobetus 
not known. this point simply says 
had children lawful marriage. The name another 
brother, Eunomus, given later grammarian. But 
all probability this error, since there mention 
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third brother the works either Demosthenes Aes- 
and the biographers expressly state that Aeschines 
had but two brothers. From the orations Aeschines and 
Demosthenes the Crown, learn nothing additional, 
save that Demosthenes simply alludes one the brothers, 
doubtless Aphobetus, statesman and orator, without attrib- 
uting him anything dishonorable. 

The remaining family connections Aeschines scem also 
prove his Athenian descent. married the daughter 
Philodemus the Paeanian, whom mentions man 
distinction his own deme, and having aided Demosthenes 
obtain enrolment among the citizens. His brother-in- 
law Philo, praised brave hoplite, and Demosthenes 
mentions that more than five talents fell Aeschines from 
this kinsman. Philo, therefore, appears have been man 
wealth and good character. Another brother-in-law 
Aeschines has occasion defend against the attacks 
Demosthenes. the Oration the Embassy Demosthenes 
speaks the execrable Cyrebion, who marched riotously 
the Dionysiac processions without mask. this, Aeschines 
replies, that Demosthenes misrepresents the good conduct 
Philo’s brother Epicrates; for who ever saw him the 
daytime Dionysiac procession, night, conducting 
appears from this that Epicrates and Cyre- 
bion denoted the same person and know that Alexis, 


comedy, used the latter name for parasite. Demosthenes 


mentions still another brother-in-law Aeschines, Nicias 
name, who love intrigue accompanied Chabrias Egypt. 
all this Aeschines says nothing whatever, and only men- 
tions Philo and Epicrates brothers his wife. appears 
that was married before went the embassy 
donia, since the trial that resulted from this embassy 
brought into court his three children move the compassion 
the judges. 

The ancient biographies throw little light the question 
Aeschines’s ancestry, since they are founded entirely the 
statements the speeches still extant. not, however, 
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irrelevant remark that they regard all which said the 
slave Tromes mere fiction, and represent Aeschines the 
Cothocidian sprung from house not distinguished either 
for noble rank for wealth. Herein find proof that 
the reproaches Demosthenes were taken ancient times 
for what they are worth. 

The result our inquiry may thus summed 
chines was Athenian birth, from the deme the Coth- 
ocidae, the son Atrometus and His father 
boasted relationship the most ancient families Athens, 
but was far impoverished the close the Peloponnesian 
war that betook himself Corinth, and, hired soldier, 
engaged military service Asia. Thence, the expul- 
sion the thirty tyrants, returned home and supported 
himself schoolmaster. his old age saw all his 
sons elevated public offices. died the advanced age 
year after the acquittal Aeschines from 
the charge misconduct the Macedonian embassy, during 
which trial had himself pleaded for the life his son. 
His wife Glaucothea, daughter Glaucus, had occasion 
proud her brother Cleobulus, who naval commander 
successfully and honorably withstood the Lacedaemonians. 
She herself held the office priestess, but not without the 
suspicion having used for dishonorable gains. The 
brothers Aeschines rose the highest positions. hear, 
however, little their special services the state 
malversation office. Finally, Aeschines was connected 
marriage with family wealth, but not marked 
tion other respects. 


considering the question how Aeschines was educated 
for his later career life, need not enter particularly 
the account the Oration the Crown since have 
already considered somewhat length the invective De- 
secondary importance whether Aeschines assisted 
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his parents with domestic service, they brought their 
children under many privations more important 
know what incentives had for the cultivation his native 
powers, and how far the ordinary education Athe- 
nian youth was denied him. naturally think, first all, 
his father’s and with this thought may 
the fact that more than once alludes his father’s 
narratives earlier times Athens. That Aeschines was 
not brought vulgar and rude society manifest from 
his orations. And though may concede the truth 
Isocrates’s complimentary language: all those who know 
how speak, our city has been teacher”; yet may 
also affirm that man could become secretary the city, 
nor actor, without particular instruction, even 
liant natural eloquence might dispense with such 
also noticeable that Aeschines himself fond alluding 
his education, not say parading his learning. the 
Oration against Timarchus cites passages from Homer, 
Hesiod, and Euripides, and addresses the advocates these 
words: But since you call mind not only Achilles and 
Patroclus, but also Homer and other poets, though the 
judges were without education, while you claim your- 
selves persons high culture, and your learning despise 
the common people; order that you may know that 
also have heard and learned little, will rehearse some- 
thing these words appear the more remark- 
able, when considered that speech had preceded but 
Aeschines, anticipation what the other party might say, 
takes occasion display his learning all its length and 
breadth. similar way, the Oration against Ctesiphon 
quotes from Hesiod: And will cite the words,” says 
he, for this account suppose children learn the 
sayings the poets, that men may make use them.” 
Whenever Demosthenes cites passages from the poets, the 
thought does not occur that wishes show what 
has learned. uses them the end view, 
and they never fail their effect. Aeschines, the other 
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hand, uses them for parade; sometimes very inopportunely. 
When wished establish before Philip the claims 
Athens the possession Amphipolis, spoke the an- 
cient times, how Acamas, son Theseus, had received the 
land dowry with his wife. instance considered 
excusable and proper, from the Grecian custom establishing 
their land-titles appeal the mythical age, then 
may refer the ostentatious speech before Philip the 
origin the Delphian sanctuary, and the speech before 
the council the Cirrhean territory. True, 
Aeschines does not make these learned digressions without 
object but the manner which speaks shows his self- 
satisfaction. This fecling apparent the peroration 
his speech against Ctesiphon, and exposes weak point 
the keen glance his antagonist. strengthen his ap- 
peal, resorts this apostrophe: earth and sun and 
virtue and understanding and education, which dis- 
tinguish the honorable and the suggests 
that Aeschines cries out tragedy, and appeals 
that which does not belong him; that being reality 
without culture, grasps the appearance it; and that 
any man who was really well educated would blush hear 
such things spoken himself another. must not 
suppose that Demosthenes, just for the sake bearing hard 
his antagonist, claims delicacy feeling which doubt 
was further removed from the Greeks their free speech 
than This want delicacy according our stand- 
ard often appears the orators. Thus Isocrates, 
his address Philip, which claims the right speak- 
ing public affairs, though neither general nor statesman, 
nor otherwise invested with authority, uses this language 
respect good judgment and education dispute the 
palm with any one, though pronounce declaration 
lacking Demosthenes did not attack Aeschines 
for that which innocently fell from his lips single 
sion. have already cited passages which boasts 
having learned something, and these are fair specimen his 
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prevailing character. fact never weary alluding 
his superior culture and education. 

may conclude, therefore, from all that has been said 
above, that Aeschines came from his father’s school well in- 
structed the rudiments education, and that was 
acquainted with the poets and with ancient histories; also, 
that while followed the profession actor may have 
learned much more the same kind; but may also 
conclude that was lacking higher and nobler culture, 
while there apparent certain pride his knowledge, labo- 
riously acquired, and those fine manners which were not 
possessed from his youth. 

Physical grace and dexterity were imparted him the 
gymnasia, which often repaired, even later years, 
arriving manhood spent two years, according 
law, military service the borders, and after this period 
took part various expeditions hoplite. The first these, 
himself states, was Phlius, with division Athe- 
nian and mercenary troops (366 B.c.). this won 
honorable notice from his superiors. Afterwards fought 
with credit the battle Mantinea and again, served 
with distinction Euboea, first under Diocles B.c.), 
then the expedition sent aid the tyrant Plutarch (350 
B.c.). this last, Aeschines stood company picked 
men, and greatly distinguished himself before the eyes 
Phocion that wreath honor was awarded him besides, 
was chosen with Temenides, chief the Pandionian tribe, 
bear the tidings victory Athens. For this also the 
citizens again rewarded him with wreath honor. Well 
may Aeschines boast, therefore, having discharged his 
duties citizen creditably this respect. 


From the mouth the orator himself hear nothing 
this subject. While other points repels the attacks 
Demosthenes, here receives silence the lavish derision 
his adversary sufficient proof that had nothing 
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say self-defense. Since the profession actor was not 
itself disreputable among the Greeks, must suppose either 
that the relation Aeschines the stage had been gen- 
eral attended with little credit himself, else that had 
some particular instance met with humiliating failure. 
Both, fact, were true, and consequently could look back 
this period his life only with feeling mortification. 
respect the actors generally, should remember 
that all who would take part theatrical exhibitions 
Athens were subjected two conditions—they must 
free-born Athenians, and must have properly studied the his- 
trionic art. The three actors, who according Athenian 
custom were required for each play, were distributed the 
poets not however singly, but sets, that the first 
(the protagonist) chose for himself the other two (the deut- 
eragonist and tritagonist). Thus find, Demosthenes, 
Ischander mentioned, not single play alone, but regu- 
larly, the deuteragonist and Aeschines, 
the tritagonist Theodorus and Aristodemus. Whoever 
had won prize was admitted the following year without 
examination corresponding and may conjec- 
tured that such cases they were allowed choose the 
plays which they would appear; since fact that 
many actors appeared regularly the plays favorite poets. 
The pay they received was high, and might largely 
increased engagements other Grecian cities, well 
prizes. The prize was awarded the protagonist, but 
the second actor may also have received portion it. 
was least held honor, and stood far above the tritago- 
nist since, while those who played the principal parts were 
regarded artists, and were highly esteemed, the third actor 
received but slender share the honor. was taunted 
with the comparatively low pay for which was employed 
while the brilliant parts, which often figured king 
tyrant, were held contrast with his sorry 
onist often used Demosthenes term reproach. 
Still, must not assign too low place histrionic skill 
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even this part. know that the Athenians demanded 
culture and talent the whole representation; and the 
parts which fell the third actor, for example Creon 
the Antigone, though not difficult some others, were 
yet brought into immediate juxtaposition with them, and 
must decently acted. 

Aeschines was not lacking talent for dramatic represen- 
tation. Though not lofty stature, was well formed and 
vigorous, and practice had acquired composure and grace 
movement. Added this, possessed voice rare 
strength and fulness, which his later years had magic 
power over audience. Demosthenes never weary 
warning his judges against this influence; and setting 
forth with manifest bitterness the contrast between the con- 
tents Aeschines’s speeches and their charming 
Aeschines was thus fitted for those parts which required 
dignified, and sometimes pompous, bearing and command- 
ing voice but the more delicate expression the finer feel- 
ings did not lie within his province. This belonged the 
protagonist. However, was necessary for the tritagonist, 
equally with the other actors, conform his voice, well 
his movements, certain rules which the development 
the dramatic art had introduced. must learn unite 
with the others producing certain unity and 
hence must know how according circumstances elevate 
and depress and otherwise modulate his voice. Demosthenes 
often calls attention this art exhibited Aeschines. 
Thus, alluding the choice which the Athenians made 
orator pronounce the culogy over those who had fallen 
says: They thought becoming that the 
man chosen for this purpose should not deplore the fortune 
the slain, like actor, with the voice, but should grieve 
This the modulation the voice under deep 
emotion, the vox, which Quinctilian, referring 
this passage, illustrates. 

Aeschines attached himself those actors who reproduced 
the stage the master works the earlier drama. Demos- 
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thenes implies this the Oration the Embassy this 
manner. the oration against Timarchus, had 
cited passage from the Phoenix Euripides and used 
for his purpose. this play had never appeared the 
stage. ought rather, Demosthenes suggests, have 
selected from the Antigone Sophocles the speech Creon, 
whom had often represented, and with whose words 
was perfectly since was customary compli- 
ment the tritagonist give him the part the tyrants. 
From this passage learn definitely what characters 
Aeschines appeared. also suggested the same con- 
nection with what actors was associated. Who, then were, 
these actors, and what was their professional standing 
Theodorus and Aristodemus, the persons question, are 
often mentioned contemporary and subsequent writers. 
Pausanias speaks Theodorus, whose monument saw 
the sacred way Eleusis, the first tragic actor his time 
and not less than this implied the allusion Aristotle. 
lays down the rule for orators that they should not speak 
with affected tone, but naturally, since the one creates 
suspicion, while the other convinces. And this shown 
comparing the voice Theodorus with that other actors; 
while them sounds foreign and affected, him seems 
come from the soul. Again, Aristotle elsewhere mentions 
that Theodorus did not allow another actor, not even 
were accomplished, precede him; since the spectators 
were won the first impressions. This has been explained 
meaning that Theodorus, those plays where the prin- 
cipal actor did not appear the beginning, took subordi- 
nate part. Occasionally this may have but oftener, 
unless the play conformed his rule, the Antigone for 
example, would introduce modifications, such give 
the first place his part. That actors often took such lib- 
erties well known, since laws were enacted prevent 
and those who reproduced the plays, especially 
Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides, were required adhere 


strictly the original form. 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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learn from Plutarch that the skill Theo- 
dorus was afterwards remembered. This writer mentions 
him, together with Polus, the greatest tragic actors, 
speaks him the same tenor. relates that the 
tyrant, Alexander Pherae, was once overcome with 
emotion witnessing the action Theodorus, that was 
compelled the theatre. Various plays are mentioned 
which Theodorus took the leading part; and supposed 
that Aeschines was associated with him many these 
tritagonist. 

Aristodemus was the associate Theodorus the stage, 
and enjoyed his time equal reputation, though some- 
what younger, and posthumous fame inferior. played 
not only Athens, but also other cities and hear 
him the character actor, together with Neoptolemus, 
the court Philip, even during the war between Athens and 
Macedonia. their return home they were honored 
bearers dispatches, reporting the Athenians how greatly 
Philip desired peace and friendship. Aristodemus was after- 
wards even chosen envoy the Athenian people; 
although the subsequent peace negotiations withdraws 
the background, and Philocrates with Aeschines become 
the conspicuous characters. Aristodemus, like Theodorus, 
was tragic actor, handsome person, and crowned 
many cities. Among his favorite characters, Demosthenes 
mentions Antigone, the well-known play Sophocles 
which Aeschines had played with him, well with Theo- 
dorus, the part Creon. scholiast speaks his being 
native Metapontum. this were so, the right citi- 
zenship must have been conferred him the Athenian 
people; since, resident foreigner, could neither 
have appeared the stage, nor have been chosen envoy 
the 


passing may here mention another actor that period, Satyrus, son 
Theogeiton Marathon, whom Lucian mentions, together with Polus and 
Aristodemus, hero and god the tragic stage. far know, this 
the only mention tragic actor this name. The one mentioned 
Demosthenes, and highly eulogized for his courageous conduct before Philip, 
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this age belong two other tragic actors eminence, 
who, addition their professional engagements, were em- 
ployed envoys the state. These were Neoptolemus, 
special favorite with Philip, and his associate (as 
nist) Ischander. With the latter Aeschines stood for while 
intimate relations; and was performing play with 
this actor that met with the unfortunate accident which 
terminated his the stage, making the recollection 
this period his life sore mortification. acting the 
Oenomaus Sophocles the theatre Colyttus, fell 
down the stage, and was raised Sannion, master 
the chorus. may well suppose could not again make 
his appearance the stage before the Athenian public. 

the truth this story there seems doubt; 
the particular theatre and the particular representation 
which the unlucky event occurred are specified. Yet 
surprise that Demosthenes should mention the 
unhappy incident for the first time the later oration. 
the earlier the Oration the Embassy banters Aes- 
chines practised tritagonist under accomplished actors 
one who must learn his part accurately and who, having 
collected iambics, went through them solemn tone the 
end having necessity resorted other means sub- 
sistence beyond his profession; and all this Aeschines 
only says reply, that had never done anything dishon- 
orable for livelihood. Finally, Demosthenes asserts, that 
while Aeschines was representing tritagonist the misdeeds 
Thyestes and those Troy, was driven away from 
the theatre with hisses and well-nigh stoned death, that 
last abandoned his profession. But not word said 
Ocnomaus. How different the picture the Oration 
the Crown! here find the choicest collection the 


was comedian. Still there may have been another Satyrus, tragic actor 
and may have been the same who, according the familiar story Plutarch, 
pointed out Demosthenes wherein his delivery was defective having first 
requested the desponding orator recite passage from tragic poet, and then 
having repeated after him with proper intonation. 
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most scornful invective with which pitiable actor was ever 
overwhelmed. Nothing said his committing his part 
memory, the kings and heroes whom 
sonated the side actors who stood first their profes- 
sion; but appears the accomplished tritagonist who 
devoured the who spoiled the verses. Here also 
read whom his bad acting mur- 
dered his falling down, while Demosthenes 
was spectator, and hissed him. And not this alone, but 
appears tritagonist with Simylus and Socrates, who 
were nicknamed the groaners. With these, collects figs 
and grapes and olives from the gardens other people, like 
fruit-huckster, receiving more money for the stolen fruits 
than from the plays which acted the peril his life 
since there was war without herald and without armistice 
between him and the spectators. Well may you,” adds 
Demosthenes, with the most biting sarcasm, reproach 
coward those who are inexperienced such 
another passage, Aeschines called real tragic ape, 
rustic Oenomaus, mock These stinging reproaches 
can lay claim our credence. They are pure invective 
not fact. Save Demochares and Philostratus, the ancient 
world not appear have taken them earnest. 

may therefore set these odious delineations quite aside. 
Still, this being done, must yet acknowledge that Aes- 
chines resorted the stage, not from any peculiar fitness 
fondness for the histrionic art, but means subsistence, 
perhaps temporary shift. Even thus, his talent was 
such that the first actors the age associated him with 
themselves for the third parts. this means, became 
familiar with the master-pieces Attic tragedy, and acquired 
full command his voice; all which was exceedingly 
valuable him his subsequent career, though sometimes 
betrayed him into delivery which appeared theatrical and 
over-pathetic. His dignified bearing, and his intentional avoid- 
auce numerous and violent gestures, may also referred 
the influence the stage, where had usually supported 
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the character kings and For the development 
noble and exalted character the life actor was certainly 
not favorable. other times, then, the majority 
actors were frivolous and sensual class, expending their 
earnings Bacchanalian revels and love intrigues. this 
way, Aeschines became familiar with those love adventures 

and erotic songs which alludes the Oration against 
Timarchus, and for which partly apologizes. Fortunately, 
doubt, for his reputation, these are longer extant. 


IV. SECRETARY. 


From the tragic stage Aeschines returned the employ- 
ment secretary, which had already previously tried 
his hand. For this kind labor the demand Athens was 
quite extraordinary; not only the courts, and all 
departments the general government, but also the sep- 

arate demes and and judicial decisions, 
laws and decrees, official documents the greatest variety, 
were recorded, filled out, and for all this, 
secretaries were required. The oftener citizens unacquainted 
with the public business were brought into office lot, 
much the greater was the need professional class who 
were familiar with the regular forms business, and with 
the laws and ordinances the state. But they were required 
and employed not merely copyists and recorders, but also 
keepers the archives, and clerks who read all 
courts and public assemblies the various documents which 
were cited. Thus, for example, the courts, each party 
had its clerk, who read, occasion required, the testimonies, 
laws, and other documents which were called for. The rank 
and occupation secretary varied course very greatly. 
For many transactions, even the state, educated slaves 
were used resident foreigners also were thus taken into the 
service individual citizens; but chiefly, and public 


The well-known and exquisite statue Aeschines (sometimes, though 
think incorrectly, called Aristides) from the theatre Herculaneum, represents 
him with his hand enveloped his outer garment. 
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official capacity exclusively, the poorer citizens were thus 
employed. Sometimes they were attached orators and 
attorneys, civil magistrates sometimes they were ap- 
pointed the council the popular assembly, and taken 
into their service for specified time. Among these last, 
three may specially mentioned: the one who was chosen 
from the council lot for prytany, whose duty was 
collect and fill out the records and decrees for his period 
office the secretary the entire council, who also kept 
their and the secretary the popular assembly, 
who, addition his other duties, read the documents which 
might called for. herald was also associated with him, 
who his direction recited the appropriate forms prayer 
and made announcements. the services these secre- 
taries might any time required, they remained the 
and were entertained the public expense. 

Aeschines served secretary various positions: first, 
the inferior offices for trifling compensation afterwards, 
most likely when withdrew from the stage, under Aristo- 
phon and Eubulus, that time the leading men the gov- 
ernment. would thus become acquainted with the laws 
and the decrees the people well with 
all the crooks and turns resorted the courts and the 
popular assemblies. Not unfrequently evasions perver- 
sions were practised. common was the artifice 
reading the acts laws, not entire, but parts; such 
clauses being selected from them seemed best serve 
present purpose, the remainder being left quite out view. 
this practice Aeschines thought have become unusu- 
ally adept. was probably through the recommendation 
that Aeschines and his brother Aphobetus were 
elected secretaries the people, and were entertained the 
public expense two years. From this office they rose still 
more important positions, becoming orators and envoys 
foreign states. 

Thus much seems pretty well established respecting 
the career Aeschines the period his entrance into 
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the political arena. may seen that had acquired 
much experience and varied information which would use- 
ful him politician and orator, but not finished and 
artistic preparation for the duties statesman well 
orator. should hardly expect hear such prepara- 
tion his case yet subsequent writers represent him have 
gone through complete course rhetoric and philosophy. 
Thus Demetrius Phalereus makes him pupil Isocrates 
and Plato. Caecilius, rejecting this view, speaks the 
orator Leodamas his master; for other reason, prob- 
ably, than because Aeschines places the art this orator 
above that Demosthenes. this simply meant that 
Aeschines took Leodamas model, may all true, but 
more than this the highest degree improbable. With 
little reason has been inferred from the style his oratory 
that had studied under the rhetorician Alcidamas 
Elaea, pupil Gorgias, who outdid his master pompous 
delivery. can only admit, most, that Aeschines had 
studied the treatise Alcidamas rhetoric, Demosthenes 
asserts, though even this may intended sarcasm. 
That Aeschines had never received any systematic instruc- 
tion the art eloquence was acknowledged ancient 
times thoughtful critics. They denied expressly that 


been under any master, asserting that had cultivated 


himself his labors secretary, and pushed his way for- 
ward commanding place among his contemporaries 
his native energies alone. This judgment confirmed 
many ways. Even Aeschines himself claims the credit 
having become orator through his inborn talent, and not 
the aid the schools. must not, however, infer from 
this, that Aeschines had not been diligent the study 
eloquence. This point sufficiently settled the fact that 
prepared his speeches for publication. closer exami- 
nation, also, find his works distinct traces study 
not alone the fact that one occasion uses for his 
exordium part speech which had previously heard, 
and another, transcribes passage entire from Andocides, 
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earlier orator but nowhere disguised with what 
nice calculation brings his materials together and shapes 
them his purpose, whatever pains may take appear 
careless the rules art, and led only the subject 
itself. When aims move the feclings his audience, 
his diction rises pathetic power, and embraces uncom- 
mon fulness and solemnity expression. Yet, his sono- 
rous and powerful words the lack moral inspiration 
perceptible. They not take hold us, because they are 
wanting truth. When undertakes anticipate and 
refute the arguments his antagonist appears heavy, 
and his conjectures far-sought. general, the rythm and 
elastic movement which prevail the speeches Demos- 
thenes are not characteristic Aeschines. 
does lack the power Demosthenes re-animate the 
debate, interposing smart and lively questions. Thus, with 
all his gifts, which distinguished him above other orators, and 
made him the most formidable opponent Demosthenes, 
did not attain the highest place, which awarded art, cul- 
tivated, refined, and perfected nobility soul. 
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ARTICLE III. 


CITATIONS FROM THE NEW TESTAMENT THE 
APOSTOLIC 


REV. WOLCOTT CALKINS, PASTOR CALVARY PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


“Tt would unquestionably argument decisive weight favor the 
credibility the biblical history, could shown that was written eye- 
witnesses, even persons nearly with the events narrated.” 


Fathers bear direct testimony three Paul’s 

Clem. Cor. 47. “Take your hands the Epistle 
St. Paul the apostle. What did write you when the gospel 
first began Truly was moved the 
Spirit write you concerning himself and Cephas and 
Apollos, because even then you had begun form factions. 
But this faction did not lead you into the worst sin, because 
you yielded apostles illustrious, and man approved 
them.” 

The reference Cor. unmistakable. Paul’s in- 
spiration also claimed. 

Ign. Eph. 12. are partakers the sacred mys- 
teries with Paul, who sanctified, crowned with martyrdom, 
and worthily called the blessed whose footsteps hope 
follow when mine attain unto God who also through- 


the enumeration given this Article the so-called second Epistle 
Clement and the larger recension the Ignatian Epistles have, course, been 
disregarded The references are to: Barnabae Epistola Catholica 
Ephesios (Ig. Ignatii Epistola Magnesios (Ig. Mag.) Ignatii 
Epistola Trallianos (Ig. Ignatii Epistola Romanos (Ig. Rom.) 
Ignatii Epistola Philadelphenses (Ig. Phil.) Ignatii Smyr- 
nacos (Ig. Ignatii Epistola Polycarpum (Ig. Pol.) Polycarpi 
Epistola Philippenses (Pol.) Hermae Pastor. Visiones (Her: Vis.) 
Pastor. Mandata (Her. Hermae Pastor. Similitudines (Her. Sim.). 

Tod Cf. the Latin version and note loc. Hefele.. 

XXIII. No. 92. 
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out his whole epistle! makes mention you Christ Je- 
sus.” 

Pol. Neither nor any other like me, can attain 
unto the wisdom the sainted and illustrious Paul, who, 
when was with you, taught clearly and forcibly the word 
truth the presence men then living; and when 
absent from you wrote letter,? which you may built 

possible that Polycarp also refers the Gospels under 
the title (Phil. 7): Whosoever prosti- 
tutes the oracles the Lord his own lusts, denying that 
there resurrection and judgment, this man the first-born 

II. few passages the New Testament are distinctly 
quoted, either the language the Lord and the apostles, 

written Many are called, few are (Matt. xx. 

received into kingdom must reach through afflic- 
tions (Matt. xvi. 24). Cf. Hefele, Send- 
schreiben des Ap. Barn. 66. 

Clem. 34. For says: ‘Eye hath not seen nor ear 
heard, nor hath entered into the heart man what things 
hath prepared for them that wait for him’” (1. Cor. ii. 9). 

The fact that Paul quotes this passages from the Old Tes- 
tament increases the certainty that Clement quotes from 
Paul, not from the LXX.; for Paul and Clement agree 
almost word for word, while they both differ from Isa. 


not “every usually rendered. Credner’s reasons 
‘for rejecting this interpolation from the larger recension are wholly insuf- 

plur. for sing. For similar instances New Testament account, 
‘ef. DeWette, Einleit. Neu. Test. 150. 

These signs quotation, scriptum est, inquit, are constantly employed 
the PP. Ap. citing from the Old Testament. 
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synonymes, arrangement, and everything but senti- 
ment. 

46. Remember the words the Lord Jesus; for 
said: Woe that man; had been good for that man 
had not been born (Matt. xxvi. 24), rather than offend 
one elect (Matt. xviii. were better for him that 
millstone were hanged about him, and that were drowned 
the sea, than that should offend one these little 
ones!’” (Matt. ix. Luke xvii. 2). 

Pol. Mindful what our Lord said when taught 
‘judge not that not judged’ (Matt. vii. for- 
give and shall forgiven’ (Luke vi. 37) merciful 
that may obtain mercy’ (Luke vi. 36) what measure 
mete, shall measured you again’ (Matt. vii. 
and blessed are the poor and those who suffer persecution, for 
theirs the kingdom God’” (Matt. Luke vi. 20). 

Pol. The Lord said: ‘The Spirit truly willing, but 
the flesh (Matt. xiv. 38, lit.). 

Pol. 11. not know that the saints shall judge the 
St. Paul teaches” Cor. vi. 2).? 

sin not; and let not the sun down upon your wrath’” 
(Eph. iv. 26). Paul quotes the first clause from Psalms iv. 
(without express acknowledgment), and adds the second. 
Polycarp quotes both, and designates them these scriptures. 
This and Clem. 34, above, are alone decisive proofs that the 
Old and New Testaments were even then acknowledged 
together the word God. 

These are believed the only examples explicit cita- 
tions with acknowledgment, except such are quoted 
the New Testament from the LXX., and may have been taken 
from either the Fathers. 

Similar instances citing from various Gospels under the general designa- 


tion may found Clem. Alex. Strom. 18, also frequently 
Irenaeus and Justin. 

Apparently literal, but the Greek lost. Credner’s ground for suspecting the 
clause sicut Paulus docet, singular enough: Because Polycarp does not usually 
give the name author Einleit. Neu. Test. 445. 
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Many passages are cited with substantial accuracy, 
but without acknowledgment 

Bar. 19. Give every one that asketh thee” (Lk. vi. 

Clem. Ready for every good work (Tit. iii. 

Clem. 36. Who being the brightness his majesty 
much better than the angels, has obtained more 
excellent name” (Heb. 4). 

Ign, Rom. “For the things which are seen are temporal, 
but the things which are not seen are Cor. iv. 

Ign. Rom. For what man profited shall gain 
the whole world and lose his own (Matt. xvi. 26).5 

Pol. “In whom, not having seen, believe; be- 
lieving rejoice with joy Pet. with 
slight omission). 

Pol. Believing him that raised our Lord Jesus 
Christ from the dead, and gave him glory” 
slight change arrangement). 

Pol. Not rendering evil for evil, nor railing for 
Pet. iii. lit.). 

Pol. The love money beginning all evil. 
Knowing therefore that brought nothing into this world, 
neither can carry anything let us, Tim. vi. 
the order the clauses transposed). Cf. Pol. Pet. ii. 
22. 

Pol. Lust warreth against the spirit, and neither for- 
nicators, nor effeminate, nor abusers themselves with 
mankind shall enter the kingdom God Cor. vi. 

Pol. For whosoever confesseth not that Jesus Christ 
come the flesh antichrist John iv. 8). 


Lit., with MSS. 131-57 omitted, and with B.; Matt. 
42, nearly. 

Lit. except eis for for 

Lit.; but the passage doubtful. Not found ancient Latin versions, nor 
Syrian Fragm. nor Syrus. 

Slight change arrangement. 

This citation remarkable, because while many words Paul are omitted, 
and which had acquired scandalously technical meaning, 
are retained; cf. the long list sins Clem. and Rom. 29-32. The 
resemblance too perfect casual. 
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Herm. Man. 12. resist him, will flee from 
you with (Jas. iv. 7). 

Her. Sim. They denied the name which they were 
called (Jas. ii. 

list the most accurate quotations and resemblances 

IV. Many extended passages these Fathers are close 
imitations similar passages the New 

Clem. 9-12. The example ancient worthies adduced 
the model Heb. xi.; the list not only corresponds, 
Enoch, Noah, Abraham, Lot, Rahab, but many expressions 
and the magnificent close the chapter Hebrews 
reproduced with little change Clem. 45. then begins 
chap. like Heb. xii., with reference these examples 
for our encouragement. Heb. xii. is, however. reproduced 
still more accurately chap. 19. 

Her. Sim. 9-21 paraphrase the parable the sower, 
Matt. xiii. (cf. Her. Vis. also Sim. 20, and 
Matt. xix. 23; also Her. Vis. and Pet. 6-7). 

Pol. The advice deacons remarkable imitation 
charge Timothy (chap. iii.). 

Clem. 49. The praise charity, closely following Cor. 
xiii., with additions from Col. iii. 14; Pet. iv.8; Jas. 20; 
Gal. John iii. 16; John iv. 10. There not 
thought the whole chapter Clement which not 
found the New Testament 


more exact than appears the translation: quod super erat in- 

Smyr. Matt. 15. Matt. xix. 12. 
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Besides the above enumeration there mass brief 
expressions, apparently taken from the New Testament also 
resemblances which might appear casual they did not recur 
every page: For him are all things, and him” 
(Bar. 12.; cf. Rom. xi. ought all things 
give thanks unto him” (Clem. 24; cf. Thess. 18). 
Crocus hath refreshed all (Ig. Eph. ef. 


which Ignatius has taken from Paul, and made his own. 
Praying without ceasing for all (Pol. Thess. 
peace one with another” (Her. Vis. 
Thess. 13). 

These are examples taken random. these writers 
were not familiar with authors whom they imitate con- 
stantly, their casual coincidences are the most wonderful all 
literature. For, the case Ig. Eph. above, the agree- 
ment extends the most peculiar and idiomatic expressions. 
e.g. Clement and Clem- 
ent and Ignatius and Paul Ignatius 
and John; Polycarp and 

The following classification the references given indis- 
criminately Hefele’s edition will service.? 

VI. few instances these Fathers appear make mis- 
what nowhere found the New Testament: 

Bar. son God says: Let resist all iniquity, 
and hold This has never been traced, be- 
lieve, any apocryphal Gospel. may have been tra- 
dition the mere sentiment may have been cited from Jas. 
163 

Bar. Behold, saith the Lord, will make the last 
things like the This may loose quotation 
Matt. xx. 16; Ezek. xxxvi. 11. 


Lists these coincidences expressions each the PP. Ap. with each 
New Test. writer, are given Westcott Canon New Testament pp. 30, 40, 47, 
though not exhaustive claims. 

few which seem fanciful have been e.g. all those and John. 
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Clem. Far from this scripture, which saith: 
Wretched are they who are double-minded and doubtful, say- 
ing, have heard these things even from the time our 
Fathers, and behold have grown old, and none them 
have happened This supposed some taken 
from apocryphal source.! Others regard careless 
citation Jas. and Pet. iii. Both explanations are 
unsatisfactory. may mere blunder Clement. 

Ign. Smyr. when came those who were 
with Peter, said unto them, take, handle me, and see that 
not spirit without Eusebius? says does not 


Hefele’s index will little service, many references are contained 
the also the references Ep. Diognetus, ete. are not distinguished 
from the PP. Ap. The second column gives the number quotations ac- 
knowledged the third, those unacknowledged, but literal close imitations 
the fourth, apparent allusions and the fifth the total number. 


328 402 


Coteler, ete. The precise source has not been indicated. 
Hist. Eccl. 116. 26. 
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know whence Ignatius quotes this. Jerome! conjectures 
that was from the Gospel the Nazarenes. Pierson sus- 
pects oral But the imitation Luke xxiv. 
quite close many unchallenged quotations. 

But the most remarkable fact about these false citations is, 
that they are not confined the New Testament. 

Bar. The scriptures relate that Abraham circumcised 
three hundred and cighteen men his own 
loose combination Gen. xvii. 26, and xiv. 14. 

Clem. Many sentences not found are inserted 
quotations from the Old Testament. 

Clem. 46. For written: Join yourselves with the 
saints, because all who adhere them will sanctified (un- 
scriptural, perhaps; certainly not scripture). And again, 
another With innocent man thou shalt inno- 
cent, with the elect thou shalt elect, and with the froward 
thou shalt (Psalms xviii. 26, very loosely). 

Bar. Ceremonies are quoted from the prophet which 
are only found Jewish 

Our conclusions from these facts 

citations these Fathers have been traced with any 
plausibility apocryphal books now existence; fact 
which goes far determine the later origin the latter. 
The conjecture that they used apocrypha now lost can 
never anything but mere conjecture gratuitous one 
that; since the few cases where, the worst, demanded, 
may attributed blunders, without dishonoring any re- 
spectable writers these days bound volumes. 
there must have been many words the never 
recorded all (as learn from John xxi. 25), well known 
these times. Paul himself quotes from these one in- 
stance (Acts xx. 35). 

And yet must candidly admitted there 
sufficient evidence that these Fathers copied from the MSS. 


Vir. Ill. Ign. 16. 
Cf. Credner, 407. 
Cf. Justin, Dial. cum Tryph. 40, and Tertul. ady. Jud. adv. Mare. 
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the New Testament any instance. The citations abso- 
lutely literal are very few and brief, and the nature 
proverbs which could not readily forgotien 
varied. (e.g. Tit. cf. Clem. Cor. ii. Clem. 
34; Matt. vii. Pol. Mark xiv. 38, Pol. Pet. 
iii. Pol. 2). only from Matthew, Luke, Co- 
rintheans, and only thirteen all,are expressly 
acknowledged; and not more than sixty out four hundred 
apparent references are close imitations. 

But the Old Testament quoted quite carelessly 
many instances the New. Very few books the Old 
Testament are expressly named. The few texts agreeing 
perfectly with the LXX. are also for the most part the 
Clem. 49, etc.). More citations are falsely accredited 
the Old Testament than the New. fact, the citations 
the Fathers from the Old and New Testaments both are 
not more inexact than those the New Testament from the 
Old. Our Lord himself often varies both synonymes, 
arrangement, and construction from the LXX., giving only 
the sentiment. 

Therefore the same argument which would prove that 
these Fathers had never seen the MSS. the New Testa- 
ment would prove that neither they nor our Lord and the 
apostles, had ever seen the LXX. The explanation in- 
exact citations from the one will apply the other. And 
that explanation very natural one. They quoted from 
memory. unrolling immense parchments, even 
they carried them, was useless trouble hurried writing 
amid the pressure missionary journeys. was age 
intense activity, not textual and accuracy. 

But beyond all question they possessed these 
dentally, they appeal their authority. They call them 
They are familiar with them that they 
quote the Old Testament the very language the New, 

The most important exception this rule Cor. iv. 18, which adds the 


suspicion that passage Ignatius Vid. not. 
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where this differs widely both from the LXX. and the He- 
brew. They blend texts the two indiscriminately scrip- 
tures. They fall into the same style. They use the same 
expressions every page. They paraphrase whole passages, 
Can doubted, then, that the written Gospels which 
Eusebius says were circulated Christian missionaries 
the reign were our present Gospels that they were 
familiar these Fathers and their readers? The only 
books the New Testament which certain reference 
made these writings are the second Epistle Peter, the 
second and third John, and the Epistle Jude. 

beyond the scope the present Article point out 
the inferiority these writings the models they imitate. 
They are mere imperfect, full blunders, exag- 
gerations, and omissions. The supposition that they could 
have been drawn from the same source and been guided 
the same inspiration more incredible than that they had 
never seen the New Testament. And yet they had one com- 
mon purpose: Jesus Christ record; inviolable 
records are his Cross, his Death, his Resurrection, and 
faith through him.” 


97-117. Euseb. Hist. Eccl. 37. 
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ARTICLE IV. 


ANALYSIS AND SYNTHESIS BOTH NECESSARY, THEIR 
PROPORTION, TRUE REASONING. 


REV. LEONARD WITHINGTON, D.D., NEWBURYPORT, MASS. 


may say word what meant the terms. 
logic they are applied the two modes one 
which you assume the conclusion and back the ele- 
ments prove it, algebra; and the other, which 
you put the elements together and come the conclusion 
last, often geometry. both these ways wholes and 
parts are considered, and supposed that the contempla- 
tion both necessary the integrity our knowledge. 
this Article, not much the method consider, 
the importance the two facts. What have especially 
view is: 

First, When understand subject dissect into 
parts, and are intent the parts that forget the prim- 
itive union, when exaggerate the separation. 

Secondly, When the union complete generate 
new simple idea, the two gases water, and lose sight 
the importance the new unity. 

Thirdly, When affirm thing which implies the denial 
some opposite, when said the soul chain 
exercises, and implied deny continuity, and neg- 
lect ask what the exact difference the thing affirmed 
and denied. 

And lastly, When our assertion proposition floats 
between the objective and subjective, when Locke said 
there was heat fire, color the rainbow. 
these four might add, when strange apparent 
deviation the laws nature which after observation har- 
monises, when all-inclusive principle takes some 
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items which first suppose not belong it. all 
such cases the synthesis parts consequent whole gives 
great light, both morals and material things. 

shall find, examine, that the natural course all 
investigation moral material science leads exag- 
gerate the power analysis and overlook the units from 
which started. Thus, dissecting dead carcass, the 
first presentation the body and its constitution 
found dissecting into parts. But there always one 
gone, with all its active operations, before 
the work begun. Hence the anatomist loses one the essen- 
tial principles whose nature seeks. Exactly with 
the only way advancing our knowledge seems 
take apart arrange and inspect the the laws 
thought and the passions; but all this are departing 
from instructive unity. chemist surveys the impon- 
derable substances. His whole effort and language 
insulate them. But they never did exist alone. Thus 
ence some deceives herself; she throws herself out 
the nature she continually tempted depart 
from the first impressions nature. Like Noah’s last dove, 
she goes forth from the ark, return more. Now this 
always misleading, when the primitive unity the clearest 
item that can ever afterwards find. 

the natural world found very difficult from the pre- 
sentations nature, draw those minute borders our 
conception which seem necessary the precision our 
ideas. What atom is; how vegetable differs from 
animal how line continuity differs from one closely 
associated points, whether can touch each other, are 
questions which curiosity may ask, but the oldest experience 
can never expect answer. 

But all ideas are not things. These. are only 
the designs the Maker written with his great pencil 
figures slate. There world other ideas, 
which never can represented matter, and are the 
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fountains thought forever confined. Let consider some 
these. What the nature these ideas 

may well begin with the mind itself; the Ego 
now This certainly ought know; and mis- 
take here will certainly likely affect all our subsequent 
reasoning mental subjects. Everybody knows that ever 
since the days Locke the stream metaphysical specula- 
tion has widely deviated from common sense. common 
man, out the schools and the market, inclined 
wonder what possible road plausible reasoning specula- 
tive beings can arrive absurd conclusions. evil 
seems me, begin with the beginning, the very false 
meaning that man taught give the first personal pro- 
noun ever probably used. 

Dugald Stewart lays down first principle that the 
mind never can directly see itself. man himself shut 
certain bag, and can neither feel nor see himself, 
but touching his substance from the outside. When 
look for the see not the naked thing itself, though 
that thing, but see clothed the robe properties. 
must walk out and walk back order get inside 
own house. notions annex,” says he, “to the 
words matter and mind,’ well remarked Dr. Reid, 
are merely relative. asked what mean matter, 
can only explain myself saying that which ex- 
tended, figured, colored, movable, hard soft, rough 
smooth, hot cold; that is, can define other way 
than enumerating its sensible qualities. not matter 
body which perceive senses, but only extension, 
figure, color, and certain other qualities which the constitu- 
tion nature leads refer something which 
extended, figured, and colored. The case precisely similar 
with respect mind. are not immediately conscious 
its existence but are conscious sensation, thought, and 
which imply the existence something 
which feels, thinks, and wills. Every man, too, impressed 
with irresistible conviction that all his sensations, thoughts, 
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and volitions belong one and the same that bein 
which calls himself: being which led the con- 
stitution his nature consider something distinct from 
his body, and not liable impaired the loss muti- 
lation any its organs.” 

This paragraph striking, shows that two fundamen- 
tal errors naturally together. The one sacrificed the 
the tree destroyed its trunk, and resolved 
totally into its branches. The same postulate that requires 
that the soul should loose bundle totally separable prop- 
erties, requires also that tree drop water should 
resolved into collection qualities. came the con- 
clusion denying the unity was wholly 
philosophy. Hence Berkeley denied the existence all sub- 
stance, and our own made the soul chain exer- 
cises, regulated wholly the Almighty power. This was 
strong reasoning from very bold postulate. 

seems us, that the whole this representation 
wrong. not true that are not conscious 
the soul’s existence not true that find through 
sensation, thought, and volition. much more true that 
find sensation, thought, and volition through the 
Suppose stand before see two things the fig- 
ures and the canvas which they are drawn. Now, 
not stand face face the canvas and clearly 
the various figures drawn upon it? Indeed, this comparison 
defective not strong enough. Every man knows the 


is, allow, opposition high authority. know nothing,” 
says Sir Wm. Hamilton, “whatever mind and matter considered 
stances they are only known twofold series phenomena; and 
can only justify, against the law parsimony, the postulation two substan- 
ces, the ground that the two series phenomena are reciprocally contrary 
and incompatible that the one cannot reduced the other, nor both supposed 
co-inhere the same common See Supplementary Dissertation 
Reid, Note sect. II. All mean say is, should never have know 
what apple was seeing its qualities apart, not even the most complete 


| 
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fountain existence better than the streams; it; 
himself. 

Let enumerate some the imperfect reasonings into 
which these assumptions lead us: 

the first place, this doctrine contradicts our conscious- 
ness. Consciousness not faculty, but general power 
which recognize our own being. When exercise any 
are conscious that this exercise not the whole soul; isan 
affection, work the soul; part, and implies 
whole and are just conscious the whole the 
part: more so, because near When turn the 
eye different directions are conscious that the same 
eye, nor does the exercise swallow the agent. 
familiar phrase. should like ask any one whether 
understands the meaning both these words. Does not 
understand the pronoun well the verb the well 
the see? and whether obliged wait until has 
passed through the latter, door, before reaches the 
former, which the house. has been observed that 
all languages, however material, there are two words whose 
etymological origin not material the personal pronoun 
and the substantive verb. Language reflection nature. 

But, secondly, this false view the unity the soul and 
not being directly conscious it, inverts the chronology 
our knowledge. What mean is, the knowledge the 
intellectual and personal one was before the intellectual and 
personal many. You knew yourself before you knew your 
properties and actions. The subjective sensation before 
the active. very true that cannot remember our 
infant history and our thoughts nor can agree 
with Dr. and others, that much importance 
mental knowlege remember this hidden history. But 
can judge from the nature things and tendencies. Let 
take Lucretius’s account the new-born 


Introduction his Inquiry, Sect. II. 
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Thus, like sailor tempest hurled 
Ashore, the babe shipwrecked the world 
Naked lies, and ready expire, 
Helpless all that human wants require 
Exposed upon unhospitable earth 
From the first moment his helpless birth 
Straight with foreboding cries fills the room, 
Too true presages his future doom.” 


The first exercise then pain; but pain may come through 
any the five senses; may come through the body the 
mind. addressed the whole man. Pain and pleasure 
are not the prerogatives any section our nature. Even 
the nervous system hands our sufferings and our enjoyments 
the Happiness certainly personal. Though 
have weak memory, and can remember very little the 
first three months existence, and nothing all previous 
birth, yet some things know with moral certainty. 
know what part was that first was 
interjection. expressed probably some sensation the 
whole little system was neither hearing, seeing, 
even tasting. Indeed the order nature here seems 
some degree involve and presuppose the order time. 
least may say, inquiry where none can recollect 
enough positively agirm may justified from the only 
conceivable probabilities deny. 

But, thirdly, will venture reason derived from 
subject which very puzzling, but whose very perplexity 

seems shed light this subject. Weall know that 
time has been object which has greatly embarrassed 
metaphysicians. Augustine’s remark has often been quoted: 


you had not asked what is, should have known.” 
Mr. Locke defines the succession our ideas. 
Cousin says that which receptive and measures this 
succession. But neither these definitions exhaust the 


difficulty. succession ideas merely, can never 
know whether they are faster slower. have standard 
with which compare them; and the mere recepta- 
cle ideas still very singular and recondite existence. 
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few questions will bring the difficulty before us. What 
time moving faster and slower; what mean its 
Where the standard, and how compare the motions? 
Indeed what faster and slower not the appar- 
ent, but the absolute duration? What absolute time? 
the perception time consists wholly the succession 
ideas, time confined wholly the individual, the words 
“slower” and have meaning when applied it; 
and the story the Mohammedan doctor, and the Sultan who 
dipped his head into tub water, the ninety-fourth num- 
ber the Spectator, namely, that ages may pass 
one man’s perception which are only and instant another. 
But from this error the truth which are seeking after 
emerges namely, that have double consciousness the 
one applicable the exercises the mind, the other the 
mind itself; the one the succeeding thoughts, the other 
the Ego; the one more superficial, the other more deep 
and hence obtain the thing measured and the standard 
measurement. get the ideas uniformity and diver- 
sity, faster and slower, applied time. am, sup- 
the senate chamber Congress during some excit- 
ing debate very speeches occupy the time gets 
late night, and interested that six hours seem 
like twenty minutes and yet before look the clock 
conscious that attention has been riveted, and that 
ideas have flowed faster than usual; and yet con- 
scious own deception. know that the seeming time 
not the true. How knowit? The only answer that 
can give is, the one and the many act together. The Ego 
conscious the uniform flow the exercises are 
conscious the apparent increase its speed and com- 
paring the one with the other get the idea 
the faster slower motion that which cannot faster 
slower but with reference some standard comparison. 
illustrate, let suppose river and its channel 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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endowed, both them, with different but intermingled 
consciousness. The water conscious its flow, and the 
bed its rest. the water alone were conscious, without 
reference anything else, might flow faster and slower 
any degree, and yet would secret itself never 
known. But soon standard introduced double 
consciousness, then the notion degree necessarily arises. 
seems the Ego and its thoughts, affections, and 
qualities both combine giving the notion time. 
receive the whole idea and this mysterious idea 
shows the nature soul. soul perccives degree 
time and time through the perception degree shows 
the nature soul. 

But, the fourth place, would observe this account 
the soul and its faculties gives good analysis, and 
synthesis itself its powers. leads confusion both 
ways. When the chemist puts his two gases together 
form water, and when resolves water into the two gases, 
triumphantly concludes from both the processes that 
has given you the chemical composition water. 
this account the soul leads confusion both ways. 
cannot analyze the soul, for without its properties 
taught nothing; and cannot synthetically form 
idea the soul because point union. All the 
faculties the mind heaped together, such thought, de- 
sign, volition, hope, fear, desire, etc., are not the Ego any 
more than mob army, troop atoms rolling 
boundless confusion world. Besides, union the 
soul necessitates the conception union the outer 
world. The confusion projects itself everything about 
the primitive. Ifthe soul collection qualities, joined 
some unproven and inconceivable tie, thought will 
which neither the senses nor the reason give clear 
conception. Here junction without union: clearness 
the parts and confusion the whole will 
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cordingly Locke tells us: any one will examine himself 
concerning his notion pure substance general, will find 
knows not what support such qualities which are capable 
producing simple ideas us, which qualities are com- 
monly called accidents. any one should asked, what 
the subject wherein color and weight inheres, would 
have nothing say, but the solid extended and 
were demanded, what that solidity and extension ad- 
here in, would not much better case than the 
Indian, and then tells the well-known story, ete. 
calls obscure and relative idea (Human Understanding, 
Book chap. 23). According his philosophy, first 
see, and with clearness, simple ideas, and then put these 
together form the complex ideas rivers, trees, mountains, 
and houses but the object becomes obscurer every step 
the combination, because the multitude enlarged and the 
unity lost. Suppose have row gold beads placed 
tight together string, which they hide. told may 
look each bead and find subject perception and 
but the string, hidden from the eye 
the senses and reason, and proper subject scepticism 
and distrust. Now, contend, never saw row beads 
which the hidden string was not obvious the beads 
held. 

But, fifthly, this view becomes more doubtful from the 
wild conclusions must deduce puzzled Mr. 
Locke himself personal identity, and gave account 
which destroyed its very existence. led the denial 
the external world, and resolved the sun, moon, and stars, 
with all the choir heaven, into huge mental phan- 
tasms. made the soul chain exercises, not one 
which had any certain connection. led, think, the 
denial power, resolving all its apparent manifestations into 
series sequences. confused our conception time. 
was the cause Edward’s invincible motive which always 
governs the will, and therefore introduces iron necessity. 
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For once separate all the parts the soul, 
diminish the unity separating the faculties, the motive 
and the will may meet like two mental strangers, and the 
one may domineer over the other. The fallacy that book 
is, conceive, that separates the parts the mind 
completely from its unity, that the motive entirely 
_different thing from the will; whereas there point 
unity which modifies and perhaps annihilates his 
word, the parting point between modern metaphysics 
and common sense, where they begin diverge until they 
come mutually astounding conclusions, seems us, 
here, that the metaphysician when sees tree, thinks 
has but seen number simple ideas, which his wisdom 
has put together manner hardly knows how, 
union hardly knows that the tree sort 
bundle which wants, has, incomprehensible string 
keep together. That string scarcely hopes ever find 
whereas the man common sense sees the tree, and acquieses 
the first impression. 

But, lastly, this view questionable from the authorities 
which oppose it; and first, the authority the scriptures. 
The danger alluded very simple way the word 
God. The apostle warns Tim. vi. 20), against 
science, falsely called the very thing have been con- 
templating. Science becomes false and dangerous religion 
when one its parts set total opposition another 
once important thought and most happy expression. 
The same principle involved the sentiment Cor. iii. 
14): “But their minds were blinded; for until this day 
remaincth the same veil untaken away the reading the 
Old Testament; which veil done away Christ.” 
which passage Rosenmuller remarks: Sola Christi doctrina 
verum legis Mosaicae sensum consilium aperit: 
doctrine Christ alone opens the true sense and design 
the Mosaic old sacrifice first presented 
naked ritual, and the glory that blazes around when 


} 
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its end seen accomplished Christ. The apostle regards 
all the ignorance man Cor. iii. arising from the 
fact that know part. order understand the true 
significance human life must join that part that lies 
this side the grave the infinite extension that lies 
beyond it; hence the Psalmist says: When thought 
know this, was too painful for me; until went into the 
(Psalm Ixxiii. 16,17). Moses desired 
see the glory God xxxiii. not sov- 
omnipotence, his justice, even his mercy 
but all blended his glory. the first chapter Genesis, 
God’s creating power not presented without his benev- 
olence: makes all things word; but when they are 
made, they are all very good. Our Saviour tells us: 
the spirit that the flesh profiteth nothing; the 
words that speak unto you, they are spirit and they are 
word, the Bible always recognizes constructive 
whole, which, bearing logical relation the parts, gives 
correlative light, and makes the subject competently 
understood. God understands better than we, because 
perfectly sees both. 

have profane authority thesame point. The categories 
the great master logic, have not always been 
understood. They are substance, quantity, quality, relation, 
where, when, position, possession habit, action, passion. 
sect. 5), show how loose, how injudicious, and even ridic- 
ulous, this tenfold division but however im- 
perfect the division, the design was certainly reality. What 
What was the design? The design was 
reduce logic its simple elements, i.e. imcomplex prop- 
osition, which all syllogisms must composed category 
enumeration the elements out which simple 
proposition must made. Now mark, the enumeration 
begins with substance,—which the very thing that mod- 
metaphysicians deny, making strange bundle 
gualities, what ties them together substance, 
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which the logical parts are quantity and quality 
then comes relation, which another whole, 
which where, when, position, possession habit 
hold possess), action, passion, are the enumeration 
relations, the parts; and his design reduce all rea- 
soning its simplest elements. simple proposition must 
present distinct idea the foundation all reasoning; 
and the idea becomes contemplating wholes and 
parts. Just consider the word relation,” the two words 
Greek what whole presents! what whole 
demands! One tempted here assert that God 
omniscient solely because sees the relation the atom 
all things, and all things the atom. Such knowledge 
too wonderful for us; but all subjects present con- 
structive wholes, all the elements the concept its 
substance relations which complete our knowledge 
and make our useful inheritance.! 

The moral and polite writers have acknowledged this prin- 
ciple, though they had suspicion its importance extent. 
Rousseau was accurate observer but little reasoner 
can imagine. The light his mind was flash 
lightning, sudden, powerful, keen, penetrating, coming out 
darkness and returning darkness again, always surprising, 
never always contradicting our accredited teachers, 
but never contradicting any body half often himself. 
Now his New Heloise, where writing life and 
difficult, and hardly know how should conducted. The 
philosopher too remote the man the world too near; 
the one sees too much for reflection, and the other too little 


Categories Aristotle have not always been understood. 
speaking, there are but substance, with its logical parts, quantity 
and quality and secondly, the parts which the rest are enu- 
meration, when, where, position, (i.e. habit), action, passion. 
Here are two wholes and relation, and all the rest are logical parts 
these two; and the design scems teach the importance both 
wholes and parts, synthesis and analysis, forming the first elements 
our reasoning. 


Wh 
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judge the whole picture. object that strikes the 
philosopher considers part and not able discern 
either connections relations has other objects out 
his sphere; never sees from his stand point their causes 
nor consequences. The man the world sees all and thinks 
nothing. The mobility the object permits him only 
glance all, but observe nothing; and the impressions are 
effaced their mutual rapidity and there remains him 
all sees only confusion that resembles the original 
This seems very profound remark. How 
illustrated mitigated degree the papers Addison 
and Steel the Spectator; Addison was the philosopher 
was the man the world; Addison, modest, retiring, 
almost bashful, had not seen much Steel 
had. Dr. Drake remarks Steel, the vast variety char- 
acters introduces: fops, chamber-maids, servants, mis- 
tresses, bards, sentimentalists, bad husbands and good; but 
almost natural; almost almost witty and gets 
sometimes almost down the central motive, but never 
quite hence his pathos little sickish, and his wit produces 
rather grin than smile. Addison was far less wide his 
observation, and far more profound sounding the motive 
his wit, one would almost suspect that chose Steel 
for partner purpose set off his own perfection just 
Ole Bull filled his with common fiddlers, 
because felt that the united talent America could not 
rise above contrast. 

Nothing more delightful than find unexpected 
whole where the antagonisms seemed complete and 
forms separated. new law nature which harmonizes 
opposition the unity plan; the constancy nature 
some its apparent deviations, for example the law 
sex among the bees; all these unities, presented nature 
infinitude parts, give the wisdom God its 
most extensive light, and teach the importance the 
double examination. 
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Dr. Holmes’s Address before the Boylston Medical So- 
ciety Harvard College, 1844, find this sentence: 
diseases now known tuberculous, were for long period 
scattered and concealed under various disguises, whicii pre- 
vented their real identity from being recognized. the 
Sympathetic glands tubercle was known scrofula, the 
bones, white swelling; the lungs, phthisic various 
other internal organs, distinctive name 
Thus the tuberculous affections were separated their nat- 
ural point union, and became joined various other dis- 
eases which their relations were wholly accidental. 
the year 1810, for instance, when Bayle wrote his work 
Phthisis, recognized pulmonary tubercles only one 
the six forms the disease,” ete. Now here are two fatal 
mistakes: true union missed and one found; and 
how important were both the synthesis and separation. 

seems this method regarding the mind not 
immediate object consciousness totality, that is, that 
every man faggot made bundle twigs, consist- 
ing only parts, has darkened our investigations both the 
material and intellectual line. both, synthesis noth- 
ing; analysis all. are always dissecting cutting 
up; never consider the living object one, all acuteness 
seems consist contemplating parts and components. 
But Bishop Butler tells (Preface his Sermons, page 
xii): Every work both nature and art system: 
and every particular thing, both natural and artificial, 
for some use purpose out and beyond itself, one may 
add what has been already brought into the idea sys- 
tem, its conduciveness this one more ends. Let in- 
stance watch. Suppose the several parts taken pieces 
and placed apart from each let man have ever 
exact notion those several parts, unless considers 
the respects and relations which they have other, 
will not have anything like the idea watch. Suppose 
these several parts brought together and anyhow united 
neither will yet, the union ever close, have idea 
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which will bear any resemblance that watch. But 
let him view those several parts put together the manner 
watch; let him the relations which 
those several parts have conducive 
their respective ways this purpose, showing the hour 
the day and then has the idea watch. Thus 
with regard the inward frame man. Appetites, passions, 
affections, and the principles reflection considered merely 
the several parts our inward nature, not all give 
idea the system constitution this nature, be- 
cause the constitution formed something not yet taken 
into consideration, namely, the relations which these sev- 
eral parts have each other the chief which the author- 
ity reflection Here are two extremes: 
may attend the whole the neglect the parts, 
may watch the parts and overlook the whole now the ten- 
dency all artistic investigation the latter extreme. 
this line that common sense sometimes wiser than 
learning. 

estimating the powers and faculties our minds 
must from the whole the parts, and the whole often 
the clearest conception. The finest dust you can pulverize 
infinite atoms, and hence absolute 
atom infinite distance beyond our conception. 

The conception present time very difficult one; you 
cannot insulate the present moment and stop it. While you 
are grasping it, gone. Dr. Watts says: 

The present moments just appear, 
Then slide away haste, 
That can never say, they’re here, 
But only say, they’re past.” 

From this fact comes another, that cannot distinguish 
between memory and that is, cannot fix 
the shifting border. Consciousness passing into memory 
while you are asking what is; and you cannot dining 
party, chat with friend but this deception passed 
your mind. The qualities the mind are the 
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lose its beautiful hue the moment taken from the water, 
any quality the mind misapprehended when torn 
from its native combination. Take the idea volition and 
power first view they may seem have connexion 
the one seems purely mental, and the other purely 
and yet doubtful whether could form the 
conception the one without the subjacence the other. 
others which can do; will lift weight too heavy 
for us; will move arm and moves; and volition 
revealed its internal exercises and its 
effects. revealed the centre all its concom- 
itants. Without both power and the want power should 
not able know what volition is. They are correlatives 
opposite lamps the gate-post, shining and exulting 
each others light. has more extensive combi- 
nation. Metaphysicians have been greatly puzzled since the 
days Hume account for power under the name cau- 
sation. How you get the idea? revealed 
us? Hume answered the question way which 
and Sir William Hamilton the least satisfactory when 
grasps this problem. reduces mental impotence 
ever conceiving anything new the line eternal causa- 
tion. not our purpose review confute his theory. 
But would ask: Has not this subject been darkened 
its insulation taking analysis and neglecting synthesis 
Our first idea power arises from the exercise our minds 
our own muscles. This Hume hints; this Cousin adopts 
from Biran, another French 
and either case teaches lesson. But who does not 
see, this true, that the idea power revealed 
its vast combination with all power? should never 
know what personal power is, were not for resistance 


Elements Psychology, chap. IV. 
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and what resistance but opposing power? that the 
idea causation revealed our own experience 
but experience looking synthesis: word nigh 
thee, thy mouth and thy not pretend 
that this clears all but merely whisper 
suspicion that this subject, like many others, has been dark- 
ened that everlasting subtilty with which have been 
taught chase after truth the analytic line. 

But the worst influence that this partial method has had 
our theological investigation, producing certain arti- 
ficial antagonisms which always meet the mind state 
separation. 

Whoever has passed out Boston southward has seen the 
blue hills stretching along the horizon before him, beginning 
Dedham and tapering down the eastern sea. must 
have remarked they are ridge eminences neither wholly 
one, nor wholly separate but the lower parts mingle one 

granite base; and obvious that the separation different 
almost every hill. blue hill stands apart from 
his fellows sullen majesty the head the column but 

you proceed eastward, they lower their tops, and blend into 
one continuous ridge. Now suppose want contemplate 
just nature, must view them their junction and 
their separation. should great injustice the great 
hill itself, should consider him wholly separated 
from his eastern fellow. theology, have right 
consider even contrasted doctrines apart any further than 
they are really separated.! 


taught that all the virtues, though separated thought, were joined 
nature. confunctio confusioque virtutum tamen philosophis 
ratione quadam Nam cum ita copulatae connexaeque sunt, 
omnes omnium participes sint, nec alia alia possit separari: tamen propium 
suum cujusque munus est, fortitudo laboribus, periculisque cernatur tempe- 
rantia praetermittendis prudentia delectis bonorum malo- 
rum justitia suo cuique tribuendo (De Finibus, Lib. sect. This con- 
junction and even confusion the virtues yet separated the philosophers 
way. For they are all involved and connected that all partici- 
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Let record few specimens exaggerated antagonisms, 
the more misleading because they are not totally false. They 
are like the blue hills; they blend the base. 

The first shall mention one which the separation 
entirely total, and yet one the sides least the parallel 
cannot understood without reference the other— 
allude matter and mind. are told Jacobi, one 
his late tracts, that Nature conceals God; for, through 
her whole domain nature reveals only fate, only indissol- 
uble chain mere efficient causes, without beginning and 
without end, excluding with equal neccessity, both providence 
and chance. independent agency, free original com- 
mencement, within her sphere and proceeding 
power, impossible. Working without will, she takes counsel 
neither the good nor the Creating nothing, she 
casts from her dark abyss only eternal transformations 
herself; unconsciously and without end, furthering with 
the same ceaseless industry decline and increase, death and 
life; never producing what alone God and what sup- 
poses liberty the virtuous, the (as quoted 
Aids Faith, Essay 38). Never was there truth worse 
expressed than this, more adapted make false im- 
for such nature violent avulsion from its 
real existence. never thus presented the visible 
creation. should see chariot pass us, and, 
contemplating one the wheels the sole object insulated 
passed, should say: the nature that 
wheel constantly revolving; ever turning one 
spoke after another conscious nothing and pursues 
nothing; neither the right road, nor avoids the wrong 


pate all,and cannot totally disjoined one from another, yet each has its 
own fortitude seen labor and danger temperance, omitting sens- 
ual pleasures prudence, choosing good and evil and giving every 
man his Thus does this ancient moralist allow the advantage receive 
our conception the virtues when trace their separation totality 
and yet how inferior was his totality that Christians, whose synthesis takes 
the whole government God. 
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unconscious wheel motion. And yet, after all, such sep- 
arate wheel, though seen eye-witness the spot, 
delusion the mind; for the motion the wheel comes 
from the strength the horses, and its guidance from the 
discretion the driver. And nature, the tells 
us, philosophic truth well religious information, 
that, invisible things him from the creation the 
world are clearly seen, being the things that 
are made” (Rom. accurate! never see matter 
but accompanied with power, and directed power, and di- 
rected mental end. Organization everywhere. Where 
ever nature exists there law nature; and law implies 
being who established and made act 
end. Now any one chooses separate what God has 
joined together, that is, refuses regard the synthesis 
which his mind must make, comes the oracle, and 
hears the enigmatic without adding the 
interpretation. Power invisible, and directed power 
law; insomuch that some have erred the 
other side, and actually confounded the work with the work- 
man, the poet has said: 
These, they change, Almighty Father, these 
Are but the varied God.” 

evidently the mental mixed with the material the 
visible creation that the ancient mythologists were obliged 
invent imaginary chaos (and Moses seems justify them) 
point contrast, show what matter would with 
inscription the mental written upon it. perfect antago- 
nism, where the two things are antagonistic, seems impos- 
sible. The sands Barca, flying the whirlwind; the mud 
the Nile its wildest vortices, raft blown down the Red 
river, are all their circlings obeying law; and the 
whole actual creation cannot afford momentary excep- 
tion. 

Some late speculations concerning the origin species 
seem affected excessive analysis the neglect 
synthesis and the modern theories are the misleadings 
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this unscientific separation. are called contemplate 
halves when ought regard wholes. 

very obvious that those writers are unconscious mate- 
rialists, least are secking distinction and differences 
wholly the material line. The material creation never 
considered being mental transcript. perfectly obvi- 
ous, look the finest picture without regarding 
transcrip certain images the artist’s mind, shall not 
understand it. blind man just restored sight would not 
understand it. Now one the most startling assertions 
these new speculators, such Lamarck, Darwin, and Dr. 
Hooker, is, that species among plants and animals has 
foundation nature. the very outset the inquiry,” 
says Lyell, his new work the antiquity man, are 
met with the difficulty defining what mean the 
terms ‘species’ race’; and the surprise the unlearned 
usually great when they discover how wide the difference 
opinions now prevailing the signification words 
such familiar use. But truth can come agree- 
ment such definitions unless have previously made 
our minds some the most momentous all the 
enigmas with which the human intellect ever attempted 
grapple” (p. Again, What Lamarck then foretold 
(i.e. his day) has come pass the more new forms have 
been multiplied, the less are able describe what 
mean and what species.” Astounding! 
The man that reads his Bible that God created great 
whales, and every living creature that moveth, which the 
waters brought forth after their kind, and every 
winged fowl after its kind; and God saw that was good,” 
when man taught that the Supreme Intelligence saw 
meaning the words after its kind,” that all was mass 
obliterated lines and blended confusion, wonders how 
our first impressions can completely reversed our 
subsequent researches. there between 
varieties and species, see not why progressive knowledge 
may not deny the reality the sexes, and throw all creation 
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into one heap confusion. Now the arises, 
suspect, from seeking all our knowledge the material line. 
subordinate the mental the material, rather tear 
them asunder. All the distinctions the mere natural world 
fade approach the borders that separate them. Toa 
man that assumes disintegrated genus and 
species, all vegetable and animal nature, become indis- 
tinct the more tries accurate. But when sees 
the patterns the material design has new star 
direction, the borders separate, and the idea brightens. 
forms his kind after the pattern shown him the mount. 
sword, bayonet, dagger, knife, are recognized immediate- 
ly, though they are all made iron. mental inten- 
tion the material organ. likewise nature, the moment 
see intelligence behind the animated creation have 
new element distinction. All these classes had pattern, 
which existed the forming mind, and they comport with 
execute his great design. cow differs from sheep 
because God designed them for different ends. The first 
effect putting the intellectual behind the material is, 
compels look for genus and species centres and not 
borders; the spot where divergency completed and 
not where begins. Genus and species are creature the 
mind, and the mind alone that they can judged. 
But when you tear creation from its unity with its great 
author, when you look for species and varieties wholly 
material manifestations, which manifest never can exist 
alone, you have first mutilated creation, and then been led 
misunderstand it. What though cannot always draw the 
line between animal and vegetable; what though the 
moluscs may have very insensible what though 
brute may approach power avery stupid man? that 
the central idea man and brute, vegetable and animal, are 
still eternally distinct. Where the stone erected which 
separates Newburyport from Newbury there may grain 


1That materialism not united spiritual whole—a whole 
matter and spirit. 
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dust, which impossible say which belongs. But 
who doubts for what purpose the stone was erected; and 
who doubts what jurisdiction the opposite houses belong 
The truth is, never can survey creation insulated into 
materialism. absolute nonentity. will regu- 
lated law and governed and that governing 
mind see the best exemplification its laws. God inten- 
ded deer for deer; for alion. lion and deer 
are materialized ideas eternal mind. The intention 
blended with their natures that impossible sepa- 
rate them. this sense that mysticism say, 
see all things God. certainly can see nothing 
apart from him. These were the true sages, whom 
can say: 
One deathless unity divine they saw 

Behind the various vesture the 

The soul nature the soul.” 

The peculiar duty the gospel demanded this age 
recognize the brotherhood man: preach the gospel 
every creature.” Well, scientific men have said that the dif- 
ference between the higher and lowest type acknowledged 
man greater than that between the lowest man and the 
most exalted beast. Yet how that these very terms 
have meaning? not, while affirm, implicitly 
deny? not man who recognizes the line deny it? 
Without the aid science (which generally sharpened 
attention bordering ideas), how that man carries 
mental intuitive pattern which seldom misleads him? The 
impassable line within, and not mistaken when 
appears without. Suppose plain Christian were 
commanded preach the gospel every human creature 
would Borneo the centre Africa, ever 
doubt from the similarity confusion species? all 
the blendings nature the design ever obvious and the 
mental line ever distinct. 

was question with the ancient philosophers whether 
the intellectual material world was whether our 
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came from material patterns, whether material 
things themselves were from intellectual patterns; and 
especially whether one could understood without the 
other. Now what contend for this, that this recent 
question concerning the origin species emerges order 
show the scope and importance the old question. 
the plausibility the doctrine that species and varieties 
not differ, that species indefinite entity, comes 
from the silent assumption that material nature can exist 
apart from that are the origin species 
wholly the operation material nature. Now deny 
this; for Moses made the ark the testimony according 
the pattern showed him the mount,” and the ark was 
always understood with reference the celestial pat- 
tern, say, that all matcrial nature understood 
tern; and that species viewed mentally are viewed 
from their centre points, which are always distinct, and with 
respect their final causes, which are often evident and 
that synthesis necessary our speculations nature 
our best conceptions the sublime subjects 
religion. 

the mutation one species another, all can 
say is, that should verified, would not confound the 
existence species and their eternal separation any more 
than the superinduction mind the foetus from the 
womb confounds the idea aman. The question time 
and deduction would not repeal the distinctions nature. 
Homer was poet, though his genius grew from the imbe- 
cility childhood. All the wonderful laws that are now 
adduced supersede the use and the existence miracle 
are only accumulated proofs its They are 
visible histories the separate acts intellect matter. 

The divine character itself necessarily contemplated 
its various attributes yet Magee, his excellent work 


is, wished prove the possibility miracles, should consider 
the laws nature their combination the first 
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the atonement, thought necessary say: Our error 
this subject proceeds from our narrow views, which com- 
pels consider the attributes the Supreme Being 
many distinct qualities, when should conceive them 
inseparably blended together, and his whole nature one 
great impulse what and John says God love 
(1John iv.8). There passage Calvin, which antic- 
ipated principle Coleridge his twenty-sixth 
dull and obtuse mind that must divide order 
distinguish but still worse that distinguishes order 
divide. the former may contemplate the source 
superstition and idolatry the latter, schism, heresy, 
and seditious and sectarian testifies Jews 
and Gentiles repentance towards God and faith Jesus 
Christ (Acts xx. 21). Quid igitur? says Calvin, vera 
penitentia citra fidem consistere potest? Minimé. Verum 
etsi separari non possunt distingui tamen debent. Quem- 
admodum sine spe fides non est, tamen fides spes varia 
ita poenitentia fides quanquam perpetud inter 
vinculo cohaerent, magis tamen conjungi volunt quam con- 
true repentance exist without faith? means. But 
although they cannot separated, they must distin- 
guished. For without hope faith cannot exist, and yet 
faith and hope are different things, repentance and faith, 
although joined together perpetual band, yet their true 
character conjoined without being confounded. 

The glory God often placed opposition the hap- 
piness the creature and for some purposes and cer- 
tain extent, this distinction very important. 
that our catechism commences saying that man’s 
end glorify The happiness the creature 
neither grand nor comprehensive object the glory 
him who made us. But what the glory God? God 
the maker the world God the ruler; and surely his 
glory never can totally separated from the welfare his 
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creatures. The glory righteous governor is, make 
the good happy and punish the wicked. You might 
well think separating the reputation painter from the 
beauty all his pictures, separate the glory God 
from the real welfare his subjects: Herein Father 
glorified, that bear much fruit.” 

Yet think find some acute men have made this antag- 
onism complete, that almost conclude the very essence 
virtue crush the happiness the creature beneath 
the absorbing state the divine throne. are indeed 
taught say: Let God true, but every man 
but are not required say, order make God glori- 
ous, let every creature miserable. became him 
for whom are all things, and whom are all things, 
bringing many sons unto glory make the captain their 
salvation perfect through suffering (Heb. ii. 10). 

The agency God versus the agency man another 
example. One extreme this antagonism exhibited 
the doctrine Spinoza, who makes God the only agent, and 
those German writers who, the other hand, teach that 
the divine nature only awakened consciousness the 
collection finite intelligences. 

Some lines Cowper suggest false antagonism existing 
his mind: 

Some say that the origin things, 

When all creation started into birth, 

The infant elements received law, 

From which they swerve not since. That under force 

chat controlling ordinance they move, 

And need not his immediate hand, who first 

Prescribed their course, regulate now. 

Thus dream they, and contrive save God 

The incumbrance his own 
doubt the poet was very pious his intention but one 
wishes ask him (what perhaps never asked himself) 
how the two suppositions differ when applied infinite 
being, whom one day thousand years, and thou- 


Task, Book VI. 
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sand years one day? What special interposition and 
what eternal design when applied the Ancient Days? 
when touched the planets with his fingers, and they ran 
their course rejoicing, foresaw their periods and their 
merely adjusted the projectile the centripetal 
force, that ages should not produce ‘the least deviation, 
all contingencies are present his eternal mind, how the 
semel and the semper the perfection God, this 
whole distinction lost, and must fix the opposition before 
can condemn approve the one opinion the other. 
must confess the longer look the two, the more 
are confounded and resign the great problem the 
discrimination God. 

Dr. Emmons’s famous sermon Exodus ix. 16: “In 
very deed for this cause raised thee seems 
the paradox arises from presenting one limb false antag- 
onism. The assertion supposed deny something. Now 
what does assert, and what does deny and how does 
the asserted proposition differ from the one denied? After 
all his qualifications, what that God did Pharaoh 

might mention the soul chain exercises versus con- 
tinuity evil spirits working miracles independent 
verbal inspiration opposed infallible inspiration not 
extreme. 

Christ died sacrifice satisfy divine justice, the 
Westminster Catechism teaches; but the younger Edwards 
introduced what has been called the governmental theory 
the atonement. But how they differ? overwrought 
analysis that has wandered from its primitive union explains. 
They are different poles the same central power. The very 
words objective and subjective explain the systems. 

The doctrine the divine decrees example. How 
God forms his decrees and how them are two 
distinct questions. executes them, far his moral 
government concerned, through the free-agency man. 
Here then important synthesis which who denies 
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the existence those decrees either cannot will not see. 

The doctrine the perseverance the saints re- 
markable example. has been generally represented 
all Pelagian writers exceedingly dangerous doctrine, 
tending supineness, presumption, false views duty, the 
gospel, and the grace God. Now, the design teaching 
crowd out all responsibility our own, all watch- 
fulness and prayer, and rely wholly impression 
reason, was once Christian always shall 
be, whatever wherever wander,” that one 
aspect the doctrine but the old, earnest advocates the 
truth certainly put another element. Their watchwerd 
was that Epistle 2): Elect according the 
God the Father, through sanctification 
the Spirit, unto obedience.” Romans viii. 
deed the very certainty becomes encouragement effort 
the certainty success that inspires the good man’s 
activity. The Bible has more synthesis without analysis than 
our modern systems our modern systems have more analy- 
sis with defective synthesis the Bible. 

One more example present with trembling: The death 
Christ accomplished, often said, not produce our 
repentance but make efficacious. Most the defenders 
the doctrine the atonement have felt themselves obliged 
say that repentance not enough conciliate the favor 
God and this has been asserted, not extreme men, but 
the most moderate, such Bishop Butler, Dr. Blair, 
and yet one instinctively What object did Christ 
die for beyond repentance? and difficult find one 
whose tendency not produce deeper sorrow for sin. 
Did die satisfy divine justice vindicate the divine 
law support the divine magnify the divine 
mercy supply the place punishment when sin par- 
doned? All these things derive their meaning (partly 
least) producing deeper sorrow for sin. This the 
objective all the theories that have been devised. there 
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not, then, here interlocking our conceptions, which 
has not been fully recognized Repentance not enough 
and yet the whole object the atonement deepen our 
repentance. 

Besides, there are many passages the scriptures where 
mercy promised him who confesses and forsakes his sins, 
that one reluctant disturb the simplicity inspiration. 
And was there fact any real repentance ever produced, 
but the impression designed the exhibition the cross. 
When David says 10): The sacrifices God are 
broken and when Paul says (Gal. ii. 20): “Iam 
crucified with Christ,” they not identify the great work 
its origin and object, showing that they should not sep- 
arated any further than necessary complete our coneep 
tion the whole. some say, sunbeam never becomes 
luminous until strikes our atmosphere, the death 
Christ never becomes significant until see its action 
the sinner’s heart. 

all these cases, the words Lord Bacon are verified 
man judgment and understanding shall some- 
times hear ignorant men [may not say learned men, too] 
differ, and know well within himself, that those which 
differ mean one thing, and yet they themselves would never 
agree and come pass that distance judgment 
which between man and man, shall not think that God 
above, that knows the heart, doth not discern that frail men 
some their contradictions intend the same thing, and 
accepteth both The nature such controversies excel- 
lently expressed Paul the warning and precept that 
giveth concerning the same: devita profanas vocum novita- 
tes oppositiones falsi nominis create oppo- 
sitions which are not, and put them into new terms fixed 
as, whereas the meaning ought govern the term, the term 
effect governeth the (Essay Unity Relig- 
ion). Itis error. Induction versus theory, 
anticipation, antagonism set before all philosophy. 
The late Mr. Buckle sets deductive reasoning opposition 
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the inductive. But can they totally separated? Did 
ever make experiment without some anticipation 
what was prove and when analyzed that antici- 
pation did not always find deduction from some pre- 
vious when look the operations 
nature see facts embodied laws, and laws accounting 
for facts; and nature, like the Nile, conceals her commence- 
ment fountain never found. 

The whole universe collection constituents; and all 
true philosophy, recognizes the parts, contemplates also 
the combination. has been remarked Sir James Mack- 
intosh that the word has been imperfectly ex- 
plained metaphysicians. What the not 
that they have too much insulated and have not surveyed 
its combination with that whole which belongs? Let 
benevolence. Put all the duties together, and they concen- 
man feels obliged fill all the channels usefulness 
which may benefit mankind. Benevolence his mind 
law which does not fulfil, compels him condemn 
himself. Benevolence the prime matter without form, 
which lawgiver and subject, different stations, from the 
motive, must shape their purposes. Right and obliga- 
tion may correlative where there right command, 
there must obligation obey but they both run 
unity. Suppose God, suppose government, and 
suppose benevolence him, and must not manifest 
And, correlative the facts his side, sup- 
pose subjects, they cannot recognize his right command 
without recognizing their own obligation obey; and 
they have benevolence, even its evacuation leaves its own 
rights behindit. Thusis obligation illustrated the totality 


1The Scotch Professor Glasgow, Inquiry concerning Moral Good and 
Evil, Sect. VII. 
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which belongs; and confess could explain this 
our view the least inadequate when the whole chain 
before us. 

Synthesis important interpreting the scriptures. 
element exegesis. The tendency language be- 
come more and more specific, and, course, going 
ancient language the terms are more and more 
sive. Take the word prophesy Cor. xiv. does 
mean? have doubt means just about what 
mean now common preaching. But how you get 
that meaning? going back primitive generality. 
originally meant speaking from and for God, whether inspired 
not. now floats down the apostle’s paragraph the 
specific meaning preaching the gospel. Wetstein’s 
Testament there note Cor. vii. which suggests 
comment. The passage is: For though made you sorry 
with letter not repent, though did which 
the commentator says: Interpretes, qui putant, consilium 
scribendi epistolam ejus consilii poenitentiam, poeni- 
tentiae poenitentiam afflatu spiritus fuisse profectam, 
parum consentanea dicere The interpreters, who 
think that the counsel writing the epistle, and the sorrow 
that did write it, and the repenting his repentance all 
proceeded from the Holy Spirit, seem utter things very 
little But why so? Where the difficulty 
Surely here assumed opposition science falsely 
the mutabilities the human mind disturb the 
divine purpose using them? The nurse Shakespeare 
changes her structure several times her speech (Romeo 
and Juliet, Act but was the writer’s design disturbed? 
See what Bishop Butler says the abuse miraculous gifts 
rebuked Paul, Cor. xiv. The imperfection man does 
not exclude the perfection superintending God. 

Let briefly recapitulate. begin misconception 
our own being. The very personality self reached 
inverted and artificial way. Our consciousness, accor- 
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ding the common doctrine, not primitive intuition 
but bundle faculties; and every unity the material 
creation collection qualities, united mysterious 
tie which man has dared explain. This opposes our 
natural conception, confuted many arguments, and 
inverts the chronology our knowledge. perplexes our 
views time, and gives exaggerated importance 
analysis; overlooks the importance and finally 
leads great misconception our religious reasoning. 

The conclusion from the whole subject is, that the acutest 
analytic power may mislead you tempts you pursue 
truths wholly that direction, even exaggerate this 
single department. Unless you from the one the parts 
you never can explain; and unless you from the parts 
the one you never can understand. 

Some objections are obvious: two occur from opposite 
sources. First, may said, the whole necessary 
explain each part never can know anything, because 
absolute totality beyond our conception; 
the other hand, may said also, that the suggestion 
superfluous, because mortal was ever blind not 
see that part whole. the first, have al- 
ready answered it, saying, whole mean 
tive whole; that explanatory unity from which your analysis 
begins; and the second, how true that the very 
principle are most ready acknowledge the very one 
which most apt tobe absent when needed most! Where 
you turn your attention? Which element are you most 
apt overlook? are two sign-boards opposite 
sides the road; one tells you whence you came, and the 
other how far you may go. Which inscription you read 
with the most attention and remember with the most profit 
you remember both 

XXIII. No. 92. 
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ARTICLE 


THE SYSTEM THE FOUR CONJUGATIONS LATIN, 
CLASSIFICATION IDEAS SIGNIFIED THEIR 
CHARACTERISTIC VOWELS. 


JAMES FRENCH, M.A., ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI. 


Says distinguished universal antago- 
nism exists between the two classes vowel-sounds [taken 
and which latter are merely further modifi- 
cation development. This vowel-antagonism seems have 
more particularly prevailed the ancient and comparatively 
primitive languages, and still more less preseved its 
purity the so-called Tartar languages, and part also 
the Finnish tongues. Where this antagonism exists unim- 
paired find two distinct kinds words— those with 
the other with often even opposed correlative 
each other their meanings. Thus, Mantshoo, Ama” 
be), (to perish, die), (to remain), 
(to move on). our modern languages, 
such French, Italian, the difference these two 
vowel-classes still appears part the peculiar influence 
they exert the pronunciation the guttural letters g.” 

The system vowel-antagonism, running parallel with 
their harmonization, treated full Mr. Roehrig, 
essay entitled: Philosophical and Compara- 
tive Philology, chiefly with Reference the Languages 
Central which 1848 received the Volney Prize (for 
Linguistics) the Imperial Institute France, and formed 
the basis Turkish Grammar, published 1856, text- 
book for the students the Imperial Oriental School. That 


Roehrig, Member the Asiatic Societies France, Germany, 
etc. 
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the euphonic interchanges vowels are regular some 
languages evince laws contrariety and affinity 
acknowledged but are ignorant has been admitted 
any considerable number scholars that there ever vital 
significance the employment one vowel the exclusion 
another. And the idea such significance, and that the 
and evanescent vowel-sounds have preserved any 
language their primitive power, while the more numerous 
and inflexible consonants have not yet established that they 
ever possessed essential such idea, novel 
our mind, repeatedly recurring, incited watch for 
its evidence other languages. therefore here present 
our observations the characteristic vowels the Latin 
conjugations, and appeal regard the fact vowel-sig- 
nificance the analogy the Oriental languages alluded 
to, which think clearly exhibited. But may 
objected the force such analogy that the preservation 
the original significance letters class languages, 
one whose characteristic features that the root never 
obscured, affords presumption that such significance 
preserved the Aryan family, distinctive feature which 
the corruption both root and termination. 
however, may answered that the characteristic vowels 
the Latin conjugations seem have had their origin 
neither part the verb which was liable decay, 
and may therefore employed revival their primi- 
tive power; and that they serve purpose more important 
than mere connectives appears, least three the conju- 
gations, from their quantity. 

If, then, they may possess and if, further, there 
nothing arbitrary language, that laws expression 
must conform the laws their significance 
correspond the ideas the conjugations which they re- 
spectively characterize. But, however specious itself and 
from the analogy other languages, the theory proposed 
must rely upon examination the conjugations them- 
selves, and correspondence shown between their several 
ideas and their respective vowels. 


636 LATIN CONJUGATIONS. 


Let us, then, very briefly consider the nature and relations 
certain vowel-sounds common nearly all languages. The 
principal simple vowels are, the two last being ex- 
tremes, which the first the mean. also generally 
more frequent long sounds represented separate characters 
Greek; and even some modern languages, the French 
pronunciation the dipththongs and and the English 
pronunciation and ee. According this classification, 
there any significance vowel-sounds, and shows it- 
self Latin conjugation, must believe that the Second 
(or conjugation intermediate force between the First 
(or and Fourth (or conjugations, and represents 
union their ideas, whatever they may be. Now the ideas 
represented Latin the First, Second, and Fourth con- 
jugations seem have precisely such mutual relations 
distinguish the vowels and The First and Third 
conjugations conceive express modifications the same 
idea; and hardly needs remarked passing, that, 
presenting fewer points contrast than the other conjuga- 
tions, their difference less perceptible and their line 
demarkation less easily discerned. What then 
ideas represented the course not neces- 
sarily perfect images truth, but reflections from the Roman 
mind; when first mirrored their speech need not now 
consider; enough present our portraitures are 
faithful their originals. These ideas apprehend 
follows: The actions and conditions the Third conjuga- 
tions appear such as, every successive minute part, 
(indefinitely) one complete whole conceived mo- 
mentary, spring immediately from, are immediately con- 
nected with, the subject; and this minute activity well 
symboled the employment the shortest and lightest, 
no, connecting vowels between the root, which denotes the 
act, and the personal termination. like manner the First 
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conjugation essentially active; but represents actions 
and conditions which, though often capable division, are 
always considered their wnbroken totality springing 
from connected with the subject, and hence are viewed 
less intimately with it. The Second conjugation expresses 
actions and conditions which either excite other actions and 
conditions, themselves excited others, that there 
always presented passive subject. The Fourth conjuga- 
tion still more passive its meaning, since with the 
object action always the point view for 
regarding it, and objectivity solely presented. word, 
the ideas the First (or Third) and Fourth conjugations are 
found respectively active and passive, represented 
their peculiar vowels and and the idea the Second 
sive, represented the correspondent see 
whether examination the verbs will reveal the char- 
acters ascribed. And first, obvious that the proportion 
verbs belonging the several conjugations (the verbs 
the First and Third conjugations being three times many 
those the Second and Fourth) and the variations the 
conjugations certain verbs different tenses (but one 
sixth the verbs the Second and Fourth adhering 
those forms throughout), are consistent with such 
for while comparatively few ideas admit the passive element 
the Second and Fourth conjugations, fewer still contain 
with such prominence require expression the non-de- 
scriptive (complete) tenses. The particular phases these 
variations will viewed their appropriate places. 

now proceed examine the conjugations: and first, 
the so-called Third conjugation. this general active 
character indicated its primality its almost universal 
use the non-descriptive tenses the Second conjugation 
and itsvery frequent employment those tenses the First 
and Fourth while the strict adherence its 
own verbs their peculiar forms accords with the special 
active character, which suppose have afterward 
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assumed. But more particularly this special active 
ter exhibited the numerous class which, 
describing the beginning, successive beginnings, condi- 
tions (or actions), assume the form the Third conjugation, 
and are limited their use the descriptive 
may also seen the smaller class denoting 
vehement action eager agent; their tendency pass 
the complete tenses into the Fourth conjugation (constituting 
the most prominent exceptions the regularity the Third 
conjugation) will explained below. illustrate 
further the peculiar character conceived inhere universally 
this conjugation, few examples only need given, and 
these will require facere, ferre, dicere, cur- 
rere, fluere, hiscere, vivere, esse, etc., etc. 

Next let examine the First conjugation. has been 
described essentially active, but moreover denoting ac- 
tions and conditions which, though often capable division, 
are always viewed their integrity, and therefore less inti- 
mately with the subject. This character not inconsistent 
with its general adherence its proper forms, admitting 
change except the generic and primitive Third. And 
think precisely exhibited which affix- 
ing the vowel roots denoting completed act, indicate 
repetition that act, and express one view their total. 
comparison this class with illustrates the dif- 
ference their conjugations the former presenting view 
the sum repeated energies, the latter describing the several 
exertions the eager agent. similar comparison may 
made between the small class Diminutives, which possess 
the character the First conjugation, denoting action 
viewed whole, though made feeble efforts, and the 
class Inceptives, referring successive parts themselves. 
few special examples are appended, which may likewise 
compared with their correlatives given under the Third 
conjugation aedificare, portare, clamare, ambulare, manare, 
hiare, etc., etc. 

pass those conjugations which possess passive ele- 
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ment: first will consider the Fourth conjugation which, 
according our theory, presents the object affected 
action the point view, and its objectivity the matter 
contemplation. Although many its verbs admit 
change the non-descriptive tenses into the generic Third, 
yet includes also many verbs whose ideas are properly 
expressed all the tenses its peculiar forms. 

This passivity may either the grammatical subject 
object. Examples verbs which manifest the 
subject are: audire, sentire, scire, dormire, servire, sortire, 
(or which the Fates dispose ire, venire, (com- 
pare ventum est, etc.). Examples classes words are 
the verbs denoting involuntary human actions, such sob, 
hiccough, cough, cry, stammer, swallow, etc.; also the 
verbs denoting the cries brutes the horse, ox, dog, lion, 
hog, hen, cock, chick, raven, etc. But instead referring 
the passive animal (neuter gender) uttering the cry, 
description the noise given, which may even imi- 
tation human voice, the verb always the First con- 
jugation as, gracillare (to cluck hen), pupillare (to 
ery like peacock), etc. believe other conjugation 
primarily employed express the cries noises brutes 
and not wondered lexicographers have not 
always remarked the difference these two. 

This passivity the subject also strikingly seen the 
class Desideratives, which are all the Fourth conjuga- 
tion (compare the Greek Optative with its connecting vowel 
And may seen remarkable manner the verb 
(peculiarly, and almost seems deliberately, changed from 
fuo) used the passive facio, which, not the 
Fourth conjugation, least formed after its analogy, 
proved the quantity its first vowel. Not only the 
passivity this formation evinced its use instead the 
regular passive the descriptive tenses, but the same 
time its association with the regular passive the other 
tenses; and can even pursued into the compounds 
which, the primitive meaning retained, the 
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passive formed but regularly new idea pro- 
duced. 

But secondly, the passivity denoted verbs the Fourth 
conjugation may the grammatical object. Such verbs 
are few, and the passive notion with them not 
but think none the less real. Inspect them closely, 
and, unless judgment led captive imagination, 
the mind involuntarily drawn their very meaning 
the object-side, and contemplates the action from that point 
view. the verbs impedio and mind itself 
ensnared, and gazes through the meshes the inside. 
From beneath the hand which polishes the brass (polio) the 
gleaming surface continually flashes upon mental vision. 
the verb eyes are fixed upon the encircled 
brow nor they glance the ministering hands. When 
hear the condemnation the judicial find 
sympathy satisfaction are with him who suffers 
punishment. And disposed the sad sepelio, sorrowing 
thoughts enshroud the buried dead. 

Such the character which conceive pervade the 
Fourth conjugation. And sometimes difficult 
delineate delicate and flitting shades thought, yet think 
none its verbs preclude this notion, and there are many 
which would it. 

remains examine the Second conjugation. And first, 
the character ascribed, namely union the active and 
passive elements, consistent with its limitation the 
descriptive tenses for since the complete tenses less pre- 
cision employed the description the act, the more gen- 
eral active notion prevails them over the specific passive, 
and assumes the appropriate form the Third conjugation. 
This twofold character may appear the grammat- 
ical subject object. And first, the subject clearly 
revealed the extensive class verbs denoting conditions 
as, aceo, caleo, clareo, jaceo, etc., etc. verbs expressly 
describe passive objects quickened into active subjectivity. 
these may added the peculiar verbs gaudeo, 
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and soleo, which their strongly passive notion (prevailing 
entirely the complete tenses) add much activity 
require the form the Second conjugation the descriptive 
tenses. them may added also some Jntransitives, 
which the active idea more prominent; as, doleo, maereo, 
pareo, etc. Finally, this division belong some 
as, video, habeo, teneo, timeo, studeo, etc. But secondly, 
the union the active and passive ideas may visible 
the grammatical object: for example, with the verbs 
doceo, moneo, mulceo, suadeo, urgeo, etc. And appears 
manner with the Impersonal verbs 
miseret, pudet, piget, construed with the 
Accusative the Agents; all which their simple forms 
are the Second conjugation. 

This twofold character, think, extends through all the 
verbs the Second but there are very few 
which not obvious, may ultimately revealed 
better knowledge their original meaning. Among such 
perhaps are mordeo and tondeo, both which, not 
first spoken brutes, are least actions, and 
may therefore possess sufficient passiveness produce 
union with their active force the form the Second conju- 
gation the descriptive tenses. Indeed, there may few 
verbs this, also all thé conjugations, which the 
vowel apparently used connective belonged the orig- 
inal root, and the particular forms presented them are the 
result euphonic rather than significant laws. 

course there are ideas which may viewed differently 
under different circumstances, and the conjugation will vary 
accordingly. This will briefly illustrate. 
seem exhibit the passiveness which have thought inheres 
the Fourth conjugation. But the desire considered 
moving action expressed the form the Second 
conjugation as, avere, studere, desires which impel pur- 
suit. And overlook the passiveness the soul, and 
consider only the co-operation towards the realization the 
wish, the vehemence the desire, may employ 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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though the more indefinite complete tenses the proper 
passive character the last reappears the form the 
Fourth conjugation. The tendency pass 
the complete tenses into the Fourth conjugation may 
explained similar manner; for their hasty glances 
the subject more obviously affected the intenseness 
his action than the object. 

further illustration may seen the verbs fervére 
and (to boil), the former having reference the 
condition the fluid heated boiling, the latter its 
intense activity and the verbs bullire and (to bub- 
ble), the former describing the proper passive character 
the lifeless liquid, the latter the aggregate appearance the 
active surface. 

This concludes our examination the conjugations 
which has been essayed show that the ideas classified 
the First (or Third) and Fourth conjugations are respect- 
ively active and passive, represented their characteristic 
vowels; and the Second conjugation combination 
these ideas, represented the correspondent But not 
only this view actions and conditions observed the 
system Latin also recognized other 
languages, and Latin other forms expression. 

recognized the distinction voices, Active, Passive 
and Middle, the Latin Deponents, many which the 
subject not (as usual the Greek Middle) the receiver 
his own, but another’s influence; for example, morior, 
expergiscor, etc. Indeed, many Deponents the First and 
Third conjugations seem only variety expression 
instead the Second conjugation (compare moror with 
maneo, and conspicor with although many others 
seem assume this form order preserve the active and 
passive elements greater distinctness, the one being ex- 
pressed the conjugation, the other deponent form. 
While the other hand the Second and Fourth 
conjugations appear sometimes present more obviously 
their proper passive meaning; as, punior and sortior (vari- 
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eties expression instead punio and sortio); other 
times express double passiveness for example, polliceor 
seems take the form the Second conjugation (like spon- 
deo and voveo) represent the subject induced make 
the promise, and the form the Passive voice (like 
pat) express the reflexiveness the obligation. Moreover, 
such view actions and conditions recognized the 
frequent use Impersonals the Passive voice Latin, 
with which the agents are represented instruments; and 
the extensive use the Dative the (objective) agent 
with Passive participles. 

Finally, this form expressing actions and conditions has 
some extent its counterpart other languages. this 
proof, however, our theory must mainly rely 
upon examination the Latin verbs themselves, will 
cast but rapid glance. Corresponding the peculiar 
character ascribed the Second and Fourth conjugations 

the Greek construction verbs with the Causal Genitive 
for example, the Genitive the Sensible and Mental Ob- 
ject,” which the sensation, thought, emotion 
regarded its exciting 

Accordingly the use this Genitive with verbs hear- 
ing, expressing the passiveness him who hears, corresponds 
the use audio Latin the Fourth conjugation; 
while the more frequent, and even common, exchange the 
Genitive for the Accusative Greck with verbs sight, 
corresponds the greater activity the subject denoted 
Latin the conjugation video. 

And perhaps there even English striking analogy 
the passive element some Latin verbs the verbal 

prefix (originally by), indicating nearness the object 
which, being spoken before the action, many transitive 
verbs sends the mind, were, the other side, where 
may view coming upon the object. Compare the English 
become with the Latin behold with befall with 
evenio; and the transitives smear and besmear with lino 
and this the correct explanation the English 


prefix, its sameness with the preposition answers the 


teristic vowels. have seen that such use vowels 
analogous their use other languages and that the par- 
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use the sign the locative case Latin, verbs 
the Second and Fourth conjugations denote the passivity 
nouns construction with them. 

have now gone through with the principal arguments 
necessary prove that the system the four conjugations 
Latin classification ideas signified their charac- 


ticular signification proposed accordant with their natural 
relations that the classification ideas described rational, 
and observed other ways, not only common with other 
languages, but also peculiarly Latin and that satis- 
factory, suiting readily large majority verbs their 
accepted meanings, possible the remainder, and elucidat- 
ing all. Much more could said explanation, illustra- 
tion, and corroborative proof; but may rest the theory 
upon the arguments adduced satisfied that they not 
establish the proposition for which they are advanced, they 
least furnish remarkable phenomena him account 
for some other way who denies the correctness this 
explanation. 

then there any language significance vowels, 
does not appear Latin and the manner 
herein described And not the system Latin conjuga- 
tions, which has hitherto strangely been considered arbitrary, 
classification ideas both radical and clear 
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ARTICLE VI. 


HUMAN RESPONSIBILITY RELATED DIVINE 
AGENCY 


REV. AUSTIN PHELPS, PROFESSOR ANDOVER. 


most serious difficulties religion cluster around 
certain points union doctrines which are opposites, but 
not contraries, the system truth. They stand over 
against each other for double purpose: their differences 
each defines the outline and reflects the excellence the 
other, and their harmony both magnify the honor the 
Author truth, neither could alone. 

Such correlative truths are numerous around the point 
junction Divine with human agencies. The difficulties 
our faith therefore grow dense around the doctrines Prov- 
idence, Prayer, Predestination, and perhaps most all 
around that Regeneration. The power such difficulties 
depends very much upon the spirit with which they are 
approached. Three principles, especially, should govern in- 
quiry such theme. 

First, that inquiry should conducted with reverence for 
the prerogatives God. much the dictate sober 
judgment pure conscience preserve that jealousy 
behalf the divine honor which the apostle expressed 
when Let God true, though every man liar.” 
Again, such inquiry should expect come upon 
insoluble not absurdity, but not contra- 
dictions, but mystery. Who knoweth the spirit man? 
child propounds questions concerning which man 
can whom then will liken God? Canst thou 
searching find him out perfection? When therefore 
from two such fountains the streams emanate which are 


Discourse preached, substantially, the Chapel Andover Theological 
Seminary, the text, Vhil. ii. 12, 13. 
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commingled human destiny, shall expect find noth- 
ing that appeals faith? the confluence two such 
powers, marvellous that our vision the waters are 
troubled 

Furthermore, such inquiry should content 
with the removal practical difficulties. principle 
the wisest men have acknowledged respect 
other things than religion, that perplexities which start out 
metaphysical science should never allowed confuse 
the practical affairs life. Men who have believed 
the non-existence matter have yet eaten and drunk and 
slept and walked like their neighbors. Men who have been 
unable see the evidence their existence have yet been 
very sensitive other men were ignorant. Yet, reli- 
gious inquiry the human mind exhibits proneness dis- 
regard this principle the common sense, wandering 
away from plain matters fact, and, Isaac Taylor has ex- 
pressed it, “to beat and down through regions night, 
from which their only escape must be, buoyant effort 
good sense, spring from the abyss the trodden and 
familiar surface things.” 

With these principles mind, let consider 


Gop CONVERSION. 


Let us, the first place, discern clearly the reality 
the difficulty which inquiring sinner often feels respect- 
ing his own responsibility for result which still depen- 
dant Almighty power. The difficulty practical. 
felt minds which know little, and care less, about philo- 
sophical abstractions. Every pastor familiar with 
the popular experience. inquiry pressed with deeper 
solicitude certain class minds than this: How can 
these things be? You tell me,” often the language 
their hearts, tell that must born again. 
must have new heart and new spirit. produce this 
change the work God. You portray this change 
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language which itself appalling expression 
dependence upon invisible and almighty will for its achieve- 
ments. puny faculties are affrighted the conception 
from darkness light, from death life, and 
from the power Satan that God. Why then you 
summon any duty this emergency What have 
but await the revelation that eternal decree 
which destiny hangs suspense, like that mote upon 
the law gravitation? How can repent? How can 
believe not shut this one resource; stand 
dumb agony before the Will, one your own most 
venerable theologians has termed it, the arbitrary Will, 
God? hath mercy whom will have mercy.” 
oppressive significance sometimes crowded into the words: 
What must saved? They are often the outburst 

That this not extravagant statement the practical 
character the difficulties which many feel this subject, 
will obvious any one who familiar with the unre- 
corded experience inquirers when they are made stand 
face face with the doctrine the sovereignty God 
their salvation. 

confirmation and illustration this statement, 
may permitted refer the experience one who sub- 
sequently became preacher. unpublished communi- 
cation friend, some years after his conversion, wrote 
respecting this theme follows: Few subjects open 
deeper abyss than this. The attempt speak recalls 
period life when can truly say: ‘The pains 
hell gat hold upon me.’ think know the difficulties 
sinner burdened his dependence upon power out 
himself for salvation. have been all over that land 
darkness and the shadow death. have seen those 
difficulties piled like Alps Alps. recall seven 
months life which mind beat about that thought 
dependence upon the grace God without ray light 
hope. searched the scriptures. read books 
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devotion. conversed with theologians. ransacked their 
libraries for some explanation the mystery which appeared 
tice. The gloom created reached last every part 
God’s word: could read hope there. covered all 
nature: could see justice there. Sleep became more 
desirable than waking. The morning only woke 
consciousness misery and the feeling excited 
the sight the busy world around was kind bitter 
compassion that many them must soon end little 
dream life, and then awake wretchedness complete 

II. Conceding, then, the practical character the perplex- 
ities which often surround the conjunction these two ideas 
responsibility and dependence the way salvation, 
let observe, the second place, the grounds which 
the doctrine man’s responsibility stands, and its prac- 
tical relation the sovereignty God conversion. 

Responsibility, any development it, must rest 
primarily upon species independent evidence which 
sound mind cannot resist. man’s own consciousness 
the root the matter. God has constituted accountable 
being, that what wrought into the consciousness that 
is. Nothing can below this; nothing can outrun this. 
Reasoning here can add nothing knowledge. Analysis 

free-agency can furnish additional evidence the fact. 
Dissection the body discovers evidence vitality. 
man can thus demonstrate his own yet 
man can rid himself the conviction that responsible. 
This the primal conviction our moral being. 
moral existence what the optic nerve the eye. 


Which, they what they may, 
Are yet the fountain light all our day 
Are yet master light all our seeing 


that wake 
perish never, 
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Which neither listlessness nor mad endeavor 


Can utterly abolish destroy.” 


stays when would fling from us. follows 
hard after when would flee from the sight it. 
Something holds it, more vigorous than logic. 
cannot escape it; part us. wrought into the 
structure every language. Philosophers have reasoned 
down; they have voted out the world sage majorities; 
but the world will not let go, nor will let the world go, 
this basis knowledge, then, rests the responsibility 
any man, regarded the general condition his being. 
But the very same basis rests the responsibility 
awakened sinner for instant, absolute, and entire obedience 
God’s commands; and this the very hour 
plexities the subject change heart. mind can 
possess more convincing evidences its responsibility than 
that mind which aroused ask: What must 
saved?” Such one knows his responsibility for everything 
that God requires him, with open eye knows light. 
Every pang conviction proves this every fear proves this. 
him. His want love God sin The guilt 
his own; feels rankling his own soul. God could 
not affirm him his responsibility more distinctly than 
the voice that angered conscience. that truth were 
written the heavens could more authoritative. 
revelation one risen from the dead could make 
more sacred. never has more imperative disclosure 
his soul than when his convictions sin are most 
homefelt and his fear eternity most intolerable. Black 
may the abyss which the philosophy regeneration 
seems leave him, cannot doubt the fact his responsi- 
bility for being there, and for ceasing there God’s 
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insane man who questions his own existence, and recounts 
you the narrative his own death and 
remark Dr. Johnson upon the philosophical question 
freedom truthful respecting the fact sinner’s respon- 
sibility for all that God requires him salvation: man 
knows it, sir, and that the whole it.” 

instructive observe the confidence which the 
human mind reposes its knowledge its own responsibil- 
ity this confidence exhibited second fact: that the 
common sense men never attributes sin, however pas- 
sionate obdurate, the power destroy responsibility. 
The infatuation guilt never even impairs, healthy 
mind, the sense the enormity guilt. However rooted 
crime becomes, the very nature the criminal, until 
murder does not know how otherwise; evil has 
possession him; hath devil: yet never such 
modes speech hold sinner guiltless never loosen the 
gripe responsibility upon his being. still say, with 
the wise man: His own iniquities shall take the wicked 
himself and shall holden with the cords his sins.” 
Penal jurisprudence civilized law built upon this prin- 
cipal. laughs the fiction moral insanity product 
guilt. 

Let this principle illustrated occurrence which 
yet fresh our national history. were told, few years 
ago, man who sat the councils the country, the rep- 
resentative, said, gallant people were told that, 
under the impulse revenge, violated the laws justice, 
honor, courage, and civilized humanity, all that 
gallant people should respect. did not our 
ears tingle the story heard that crept stealthily, 
and armed the teeth, into the highest legislative sanctuary 
the land, and there, awaiting his time like assassin, 
felled the floor solitary, unarmed, and pinioned 
man his superior age, official rank, refinement 
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taste, classic learning, patriotism, integrity con- 
science, all that can dignify gentleman and statesman. 
Yet the gallant assassin told us: meant wrong; was 
conscious purposed only inflict the chas- 
tisement which would give dog.” But 
what was our answer? said the mouth one our 
representatives, you may remember: That was brutal 
and cowardly and murderous Yet the noble assassin 
condesended say us: no! you wrong; 
did not know the force the blows was but 
reed that held hand; and that first blow aroused the 
demon after that, knew not what did; and 
was well for him, yes, was well for him, that did not 
resist But again, what was our answer? 
compressed with indignant lips; said the august 
smote his victim Cain did his brother.” 
Did not believe those words? Did not hold the 
man man, and therefore responsible for his blindfold 
conscience, and his infuriated passion, and for all the conse- 
quences? Did not hold him guilty for not knowing 
what did? Did not believe been his own 
spirit that was the demon his heart? Was not free 
sible demon Who believes that was unable resist the 
impulses that demoniacal possession? When the eyes 
twenty millions flashed fire, and their lips execrated the 
deed, was rebuke poor lunatic who had strayed 
from the tombs When the echo those blows came back 
from the other side the Atlantic, the the 
civilized world, from Gibraltar Siberia, against the barba- 
rism American institutions, was mistaken cruelty 
towards one whose dwelling was with the beasts the field, 
and who did eat grass like oxen? The common 
conscience the world answers, No. The common sense 
the world responds, No. The reverberation cannon 
and the tramp million armed men have protested, No. 
Impartial History will confirm the verdict, No. Thoughtful 
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men, but few months after, stood around open grave, 
They shut their mouths awe-struck silence. That which 
had not been told them, they saw that which they had not 
heard, did they consider. They thought within themselves 
Here lies poor, deluded, blinded, infatuated sinner, but 
still deluded sinner, blinded sinner, infatuated sinner. 
They thought the verdict rendered 
inquest which death has not given its secret: Died 
visitation Christian minds, the world over, 
when they heard that untimely end, remembered God’s 
own decree: Bloody and deceitful men shall not live out 
half their And all the people im- 
possible stultify the moral convictions the world, 
the figment moral responsibility destroyed the obdu- 
racy the passionateness guilt. 

third fact adds the authority revelation that 
conscience testimony the truth before us. that 
the scriptures hold man responsible for compliance with 
the conditions salvation. They hold him account for 
the entire character which renders salvation fact. 
has never been intelligently questioned. one the 
points indubitable and unbroken alliance between revela- 
tion and conscience. The word God here but the echo 
his work. The scriptures hold sinner, unregenerate 
sinner, responsible for repentance sin and for faith 
Christ, and for everything else which constituent 
regenerate character. hint given that this responsibility 
all dependent the gift regenerating grace. Duties 
and graces are urged upon the natural consciences men, 
reader men exhorted repent and believe, 
God perfect, with the same freedom with which they are 
commanded refrain from lying, from stealing, from mur- 
der. The inspired writers treat the whole subject with 
boldness which often startling, and yet refreshing, the 
side some the wary and diplomatic methods 
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chetical theology. not seem have been embar- 
rassed their own equally bold conceptions 
ercignty God. One whose mind has wandered over the 
immensity these themes, with practical object which 
test its convictions, and which concentrate them, 
may astonished the daring with which the inspired 
writers use the truths which philosophy has stood aghast. 
the usual method inspiration assume the responsi- 
bility sinner, and urge upon him the duties repen- 
tance, faith, submission, perfect obedience, unquali- 
fied any mention whatever his dependence upon God. 
Duty urged had concern with anything 
else than duty. Yet turn leaf, and see absolute depen- 
dence and eternal decree unrolled like the scroll fate, with 
proviso save the freedom man; decree and 
dependence were the only pillars God’s government. 
are timid lest our theologic formulae should unray- 
elled the process, tremble when read: Wash you, 
make you clean”’; Without can Make 
yourselves new Our sufficiency God”: 
will have Submit yourselves unto And 
whom will Work out your own salva- 
God that worketh you”: Awake thou that 
The Lord hath poured upon you the spirit 
deep Believe the Lord Jesus God 
shall send them delusion, that they should believe 
“Turn ye, turn ye, for why will die!” That they all 
might dammed which believe not the truth.” 

Pages these paradoxical responses might compiled 
from the scriptures. Are prompt exclaim: This 
diction Paul indulges when says: are deceivers, 
yet unknown, yet well known; dying, yet live; 
sorrowful, yet always rejoicing poor, yet making many rich; 
having nothing, yet possessing all Such verbal 
contradictions are the profoundest harmonies. They are the 
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index masculine grasp truth. not the way 
great souls, moved great truths, content with con- 
ceptions which can sifted clean paradox, 
residuum measured with algebraic exactness. Great truths 
have caverns thought which lie below scientific language 
and great minds are ever exploring those recesses. Thus 
with inspiration, which only the greatness divine 
thought. Inspired conception holds these opposites truth 
with sense contradiction. serenity faith pervades 
the inspired thought upon them, like the tranquility which 
tempest breaks the bottom the Atlantic. When 
such thought comes expressed speech refuses 
qualifications and provisoes. takes bold and craggy 
forms. loves the mind that dares speak outright, 
and then leave the majesty its singlenesss. Such 
the celestial calmness with which inspired minds have dealt 
with the responsibility man. They betray sense 
shame their heedlessness the divine honor urging 
the claims duty with importunity which seems for- 
get all else than duty. doubt the completeness 
man’s responsibility for the discharge his duty, and the 
whole it, never tolerated them. Those difficulties 
inquiry which, they mean anything, signify implication 
injustice holding man accountable under the law 
sovereignty, are met with rebuke rather than with 
Who art thou, man, that repliest against God 

From the authoritative tone with which both the con- 
sciousness men and the word God thus teach the 
responsibility unregenerate mind are led, the fourth 
place, infer the ability unregenerate sinner obey 
all the divine commands which are laid upon him. What 
precisely mean this That unregenenerate mind 
remaining unregenerate, can obey God? No; not 
trifle with contradiction terms. The carnal mind not 
subject the law God, neither indeed can be. man with 
closed eyes does not see precipice mid-day, neither indeed 
see it; one step therefore may plunge him the bot- 
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tom. But can open his eyes; what then? there 
difference between man with voluntarily closed eyes and 
blind man? there none between man who will not see 
and born blind? not deny the truism that 
sinner remaining impenitent cannot repent; cannot 
and not the same moment. But can choose not 
remain impenitent; what then? there difference be- 
tween sinner who cannot because will not repent, and 
sinner who cannot because will other- 
there none between one who cannot because will 
not and one who born use language, then, 
the strict and proper sense it, the common mind 
interprets it, when affirm the inevitable inference from 
human consciousness and the word God, that unregen- 
erate sinner can obey all the commands God. 

child’s book exists our Sabbath-school literature, with 
the simple yet profoundly philosophic title: because 
ought.” The fresh mind childhood never denied the 
truth expressed those words. The conscience child 
must awed down authority into unnatural contortions, 
before will create the feeling the guilt that 
child’s heart for that which did not originate and cannot 
inference from obligation measure ability. 
The central truth which gives value the tomes theo- 
logical lore this subject compressed into those words. 
impossible that reasoning should below around 
with the purpose evasion. ultimate thought can 
further. reason around and around the immensity 
the theme, and invisible thread conducts through 
the labyrinth back the point which started, and 
which every child can see far the keenest us. 
can, because ought”: struggle this truth; 
traverse the universe our philosophic search for something 
beyond it; but the our journey have 
not outrun it, any more than can outrun the evening star 
search for the horizon. plunge into the depths our 
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own being quest something which consciousness may 
have treasured beneath it, but the bottom all things 
find awaiting us, gem purest ray serene.” 
because one those truths which carry 
with because part us. cannot look into any 
mirror truth without seeing the reflection like 
omnipresent Deity. indeed the voice God within 
us. may say it: hast beset behind and 
thou hast laid thy hand upon me. Whither shall 
from thy spirit? whither shall flee from thy 
ascend into heaven, thou art there; make bed 
hell, behold thou art there; take the wings the 
and dwell the uttermost parts the sea, even 
there shall thy hand lead me: yea the darkness and the light 
are both alike thee. Thou hast possessed reins: 
fearfully and wonderfully made.” 
can, because then, the conviction with 
which inquiring sinner must mect the question his own 
salvation. can obey, because God requires obey. 
can repent, because feel guilty for not repenting. God 
would never have constituted being that must feel 
guilty for not doing what cannot do. This the irresisti- 
ble reasoning any unsophisticated mind. The common 
sense the world reasons without hesitation and without 
exception. Teach your child that has lied you because 
could not help it, and will justify your rod? Teach 
thief that stole because the necessity his avaricious 
nature was upon him, and will look self-condemned 
your barred windows and bolted doors and armed sen- 
tinels? Teach murderer that shed the blood his 
victim because was the victim insane malignity 
over which had power, and will confess the awful 
simply because knows better than your teachings. 
So, proclaim inquiring sinner that sinner 
because cannot anything else; that hates God 
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being and child wrath because was born such that 
does not obey God because the power not him obey 
God; that therefore not saved because God has 
not elected him salvation; and will feel the damning 
guilt his condition, the equity his doom, the awful 
righteousness the coming judgment? does so, 
will because Conscience and the Holy Ghost are mightier 
than your theology. Never, never does reason draw such 
conclusion from such premises. The common sense the 
world never reasons so. 

The common sense, moreover, refuses mystified 
its reasonings any distinction between power character 
and power act; between power and power do. 
the popular mind ifa man cannot cannot and that 
the end it. Obligation, guilt, just condemnation, remorse, 
punishment honorable law not one these can co-exist 
with impotence the being whom they are affirmed. 
matter whether the sinfulness question innate depravity 
sense the same. Inability all that God requires 
bar the justice requirement, absolute inability 
withold the stroke dagger the justice the gibbet. 
tion any civilized court law than disabled sinner” 


humane civilization that our asylums, more sacred 


from the avenger blood, are thrown 
open the insane homicide, and reverently cared for 
brother whom the hand God rests. then 
conceivable that, anywhere the universe, there are moral 
beings who are unto all good,” shall not whose 
ways are equal and whose name Love find, somewhere 
among the still planets, retreat where those afflicted spirits 
may hide themselves till their tangled and broken faculties 
shall allured back again into symmetry and wholeness? 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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Shall such beings left call the rocks and mountains 
hide them from the face Him that sitteth the 
Whose reason would not reel this were 

Thus, repeated, thus reasons the common sense 
men. There sense reasoning otherwise. the 
opposite conviction established, must authority, 
not reasoning. But unsafe question, any 
authority, such primal conviction the soul. haz- 
ardous the integrity mind all its operations. 
hoodwinks perception right and wrong. blunts sen- 
sibility good and evil. deadens, therefore, the soul’s 
response the nature God God equity and 
judgment. Moreover, such denial the mind’s necessary 
belief unphilosophical. use any conceivable author- 
ity array sheer power against first principle 
belief, defeat that very authority the very act its 
assertion for the foundation all authority over intelli- 
gent belief inundated and swept away 
Faith has then more bottom stand than reason. 
Both wreck together. cannot trust one necessary 
belief, cannot another. have nothing left which 
build faith revelation. soul then sinks 
depths immeasurable, which all that knows that 
knows nothing, believes nothing, hopes nothing. borrow 
God the whole structure moral being like the 
magnetic mountain the navigator the story. 
sailed alongside it, drew out the clamping-irons 
his vessel, and the timbers fell asunder, and the ship was 
wrecked, though still waters summer’s day. 

Once more, can, because cast reflection, 
then, upon God’s honor deny this respect obedience 
his commands the way salvation. implicate 
the word God collision with his works; and 
involve his work, the structure soul, more awful 
conflict with itself. should jealous for the divine 
prerogative this thing. Shall the thing formed have rea- 
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son say unto Him that formed it: Why hast thou made 

Weare prepared, then, observe, the fifth place, that 
this view responsibility there conflict with the 
truth sinner’s dependence upon the Holy Spirit. Rea- 
son affirms conflict here any more than revelation. 
sinner not dependent regenerating grace for ability 
his duty, not dependent regenerating grace for 
anything that essential responsibility for the perform- 
ance his duty. dependence not for the power but 
for the will obey, reason has more difficulty than 
faith determining responsibility. Not only contra- 
diction proved, but none suggested between responsibility 
and dependence. cannot properly speak reconciling 
these truths can discern variance between them 
removed. Our conceptions them fall into the same ease and 
harmony thought which they seem have lain in- 
spired minds. being who responsible 
because able all that God requires him, more the 
dependence necessity, but the dependence sheer guilt. 
not the dependence diseased man upon the herb 
that shall restore him. not the dependence dis- 
abled man upon the surgeon who shall set the broken limb. 
not the dependence the man with withered hand 
upon the miracle that shall make whole like the other. 
the dependence perverse man, who himself will not 
other than perverse man, upon the power that shall incline 
him obedience. the dependence liar, who 
himself will not other than liar, upon the influences 
that induce him truthful. the dependence 
murderer, who himself will not other than murderer, 
upon the friend who shall persuade him put his dag- 
ger into its sheath. This, which kind and when applied 
elemental changes character, the most profound and 
terrific dependence under which moral being can exist, 
stands side side with responsible being, with collision, 
with breath discord between them. The two thoughts 
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are like angels locked hand hand, ministering God’s 
will and vindicating his way men. 

still said that mystery hangs over the whole concep- 
tion being who can but will not other than sinner 
until God constrains him? True; the great marvel 
the universe that any being will not obey God. said 
that mystery covers the junction Divine influence with 
human power the change sinner’s True; and 
the savage fled terror from the artist’s studio when 
first saw his portrait, because could not understand 
the mystery the artist’s pencil, which could represent 
him the canvas without abstracting part him. 
said that mystery buries darkness the turning-point 
character which sinner becomes changed being; sin- 
ner who now, without God, will not other than sinner, 
yet then, through God, believer who now will not but 
child wrath, yet then heir glory; that 
cannot penetrate the heart True; great the 
mystery godliness. And not unlike this mystery the 
fact that man cannot see the power his own Vision can- 
not look the nerve which lies back his own eyeball 
cannot take his hand the filament which connects that 
nerve with the spiritual seer who behind it. But mystery 
not contradiction. not even seeming contradiction. 
and have reason believe, only apparent. Mystery 
not this; only hint magnitude. must fall 
back, therefore, upon the conviction responsibility for 
guilt, and the dependence guilt, upon two the ele- 
mental truths which rests the government God over 
our world. may think and speak them our ease, 
without the most secret suspicion their inconsistency, 
fear may preach them inspired men 
have preached them, with intensity conception, with bold- 
ness speech, with singleness aim. These are the only 
methods which they can preached men who are 
earnest. 
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Let then, conclusion, observe some the results 
this discussion they bear specifically upon the methods 
the pulpit addressing inquirers after the way salva- 
tion. 

The pulpit should urge upon men the performance 
the conditions salvation with the same unrestricted free- 
dom speech with which would press the discharge 
any other duty. Men should invited, persuaded, entreated, 
commanded repent and believe, with the same unqualified 
boldness with which should teach them speak the truth, 
pay honest debt, befriend the widow and the father- 
less. Responsibility perfect the one class duties 
the other. Duty absolute. The responsibility 
both cases rests upon the same immutable basis the intrin- 
sic justice Divine command, and the indestructible abil- 
ity man sinner responsible for repentance 
and faith the full extent Divine requirement, simply 
because God requires them and because the sinner able 
render them. The pulpit should seek penetrate with this 
conviction the soul every man who would know what 
truth clear contradictions the troubled thoughts 
inquirer. should strip factitious mystery. 
should let the absolute sacredness Duty, backed 
the sanctions Eternity, come home the conscience 
words simple and few, without qualification proviso. 

The fiction inability obey command God, with 
which inquiring mind often blinded, should com- 
monly treated Satanic suggestion. That conviction 
inability does not exist often such mind the forms 
metaphysic and theologic statement which technical defi- 
nition makes the fiction truth. mind oppressed fear 
hell mood, commonly, appreciate our philosoph- 
ical distinction between natural” and inability. 
The plea inability which convicted sinner parries 
duty, exists the plain, homely sense words which mean 
the distracted soul just what they seem mean literal 
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speech. “Cannot” “cannot,” nothing more, nothing 
less. conveys but one idea. That idea has him 
metaphysical double sense. intensely literal, and 
intensely false. arrays Conscience and Fact, God and 
Truth, defiant hostility each other. The sinner says 
his soul: commands this thing cannot 
lost This conviction, repeat, this 
form which holds inquiring souls bondage, should 
treated stupendous delusion. The inquirer should 
thrown back upon the imperative teachings the scriptures 
and the common sense. should made that 
cherishing such sense impotence clinging the 
refuge falsehood. stultifying his own reason, defy- 
ing his own conscience, and charging God with crime. 
have right, brethren, have right ministers 
truth, suffer sinner from our ministrations 
the bar God the dilemma either falsifying his reason 
repudiating his conscience, and therefore with all the 
forces truth thrown into panic his soul, through the 
contradiction his necessary beliefs our delivery God’s 
commands. 

unphilosophical and unsafe, well unscriptural, 
preach the duty repentance less imperatively than in- 
spired men have preached it. have authority 
lengthen soften the peremptory words the Holy Ghost. 
say the inquiring sinner: Repent you can; try 
repent repent such sins you can repent of; use the 
means repentance; pray that you may enabled 
and say more. neither reasonable nor 
scriptural entice sinner thus side-look upon his 
duty, and leave him there. should led around the 
front, and urged face the truth its imperative single- 
ness and this with the full force the impli- 
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cation, and need be, the statement that can repent. 
With Divine grace without it, regenerate unregener- 
ate, elect non-elect, his responsibility perfect God 
make it. does not depend Divine grace. 
Temptation does not fundamentally affect it. doth 
not suffer you tempted above that are able.” The 
unregenerate sinner should taught that has the power 
which God has the will command. 
never the unbroken force Conscience over the side 
truth otherwise. 

But not the preaching unqualified responsibility 
perilous? not sinner tempted revel his free- 
dom? Will not say within himself: soul 
own; salvation own power; have but will it, 
and Heaven Soul, thou hast much goods 
laid for many years this power repent thy pleas- 
ure; take thine Perhaps so; what distortion will 
not sin prompt evasion caricature truth? Yet 
God does not therefore abolish the perils probation. 
were sufficient say that who spake never man spake 
thus preached repentance bold and unguarded words. 
But here, elsewhere, truth carries sown safeguards. For, 

second consequence the principles have con- 
sidered is, that the pulpit should proclaim the dependence 
upon the Holy Ghost for the will repent 
being more profound reality than were dependence for 
the power repent. 

Two methods are here suggested preaching the doctrine 
Divine Sovereignty. They may have the same end 
view, may adopted with equal and may 
prompted the same devout desire honor God. Yet 
they are very unequal the depth which they penetrate 
truth, and the force with which they use it. They are very 
dissimilar also the skill with which they avoid perversions 
the truth the result. The one method exalt the 
sovereignty God salvation work mere Power. 
The other exalt the sovereignty God salvation 


i 

4 


664 HUMAN RESPONSIBILITY RELATED 


work Moral Government. the one case, God made 
ments tempest. can say the passions guilt: 
and they shall obey him. His sway the soul 
like his sway the sea. Both are exhibitions power 
grand, magnificent, overwhelming may be, but still power, 
and that The final impression the beholder that 
the glory Omnipotence. the other case, God rep- 
resented sovereign the work salvation under the 
conditions moral system. ordained those conditions 
from eternity. They are sacred him. His own integrity 
pledged them. cannot violate them with impunity 
his own consciousness rectitude. They were planned 
the counsels eternity for the display his moral glory 
supreme over his natural perfections. His sway soul, 
therefore, unique. like nothing else the heavens 
above, the earth beneath, the waters under the 
earth. not exercise power only. The final im- 
pression upon beholder not that omnipotence supremely 
but omnipotence the service justice, holiness, truth, 
love. that infinite power regulated infinite integ- 
rity. The perspective the system adjusted that the 
spectator shall look through the natural the moral disclos- 
ures the Divine glory. sees, not unlimited Force driving 
before insensate thing, but infinite Holiness swaying 
mind, through all the sinuosities its choice, the 
delicate, intricate, and balanced working moral laws. 
Now, the difference between these two methods repre- 
senting the sovereignty God salvation vital the 
pulpit. corresponds the difference between Might and 
Right. just the difference between appeal the sense 
weakness and appeal the sense sin. vitally 
significant the pulpit several respects. first 
place, preacher can much more easily impress upon men 
sense the sovereignty might than that the sovereignty 
right. fallen mind takes the idea God power 
more than that God rectitude. Again, 
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awakened soul, agitated fear, specially receptive the 
truth Divine Power; yet that soul goaded remorse, and 
quick spring anything that shall help fling elsewhere 
the load its guilt, specially impervious the truth 
Divine integrity. God sovereign might less uncon- 
genial with the bitterness its spirit than God sovereign 
right. Still further, the drift tempted soul 
accept the conviction God’s power the his 
justice. The leanings guilt are all one 
infinite tyranny less revolting than submission 
infinite equity. 

there, then, peril indicated here our preaching 
the Divine Sovereignty there danger that the scrip- 
tural proportions truth may become distorted the por- 
traiture draw the Divine government? What 
our solicitude exalt the power God depict that 
unwittingly elevate above his holiness? there 
danger What imperiously proclaim his omnip- 
otence over guilty soul that the practical impression upon 
that soul obscures all sense his equity, his sincerity, his 
honor, his there risk then? What 
preach, God’s vicegerents, that, though unconscious any 
such design, throw out discordant fragments the truth 
this way and that, and they happen fall with the cavils 
tempted spirit, and seem consolidate its sense sheer 
dominion the expense all the holy and amiable attrib- 
utes God his moral government? there hazard 
What if, make sure that the Divine authority: 
shall not understated, seem, though should 
shocked the imputation any such purpose, yet seem 
the common sense our hearers build God’s govern- 
ment upon principles which would doom any human govern- 
ment earth cxecration? there peril that 

Yet, from these two methods regarding 
eignty arise corresponding methods preaching the depend- 
ence sinner upon the Holy Spirit for salvation. the 
one method, the dependence necessity the other, 
XXIII. No. 92. 
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the dependence guilt. The dependence absolute 
either case. interest truth served ignoring 
retrenching that. long sinner will not repent with- 
out Divine grace, his dependence upon that grace perfect 
degree, though not the same kind, could not 
repent. But because not the same kind, the moral 
significance unspeakably the more intense. neces- 
sity knows law, the dependence necessity knows 
guilt. has significance. Not the dependence 
which our subject teaches. The very groundwork this 
guilt, and guilt the pulpit should proclaim it. 
should preach sinner’s dependence upon the Holy 
Ghost keep the moral rectitude God the foreground 
his power. which seck make the 
sinner conscious should be, not the helplessness disease, 
but the helplessness sin. should picture him 
his own conscience, not primarily infirmity leaning upon 
infinite strength, but guilt resting against infinite 
ness. should portray dependence which can give 
him peace long remains impenitent. should 
dependence which brings together all the clements 
God’s moral government intensify the holiness God 
the one hand, and the other the sinfulness sin. 
should heap the whole burden sin upon the sinner’s 
own will. 

Preaching, then, should clear and bold its implica- 
tions, and need its assertions, this dependence 
guilt, and guilt only, while impenitence holds out. Our 
exhortations impenitent sinner should imply, and 
needful say him: You can repent; you can turn 
honor, holds you responsible for doing but this the 
very head and front your offending, that you will not 
till his grace constrains you. depends, therefore, upon his 
sovereign will whether you shall saved lost. The more 
profound your guilt the more absolute your dependence 
and the more absolute your dependence the more aggravated 
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your guilt. the gauge the other. Time con- 
solidates both. yourself, therefore, you must more 
perish, and more hopelessly, than you could not 
repent. The climax your peril resistance the Holy 
Ghost. Years ease are years defiance infinite holi- 
ness. The one sin which shall not forgiven, neither 
this world nor the world come, sin against the Holy 
Ghost. There sin unto death; not say that 
should pray for it.” 

But are not such conceptions dependence and guilt 
repellant? not shock hope? Does not such preach- 
ing therefore invite Yes, impenitence incor- 
rigible. Truth and sin are implacable foes. one the 
perils their contact that may hasten the catastrophe 
asoul’s ruin. Yet here again, the preaching truth pro- 
vides its own defences suggesting all the alleviation its 

terrors which can beneficent sinner his impenitence. 
Not only are his cavils against the rectitude God’s gov- 
ernment silenced, but, 

third result from the principles have reviewed is, 
that the pulpit liberty proclaim the offer the Holy 
Spirit the sinner being unqualified language the gift 
God’s mercy. preach not the gift justice 
necessity not even the gift pity misfortune but 
the gift mercy guilt. Were man’s dependence upon 
God regeneration dependence for power repent, regen- 
eration could only act justice more. 
Grace should more grace. preacher must say 
awakened sinner: True, you cannot obey God, but the 
Holy Spirit can enable you obey you have power 
repent, but the Holy Spirit can give you repentance you 
have ability believe, but the Holy Spirit can give you 
faith the reply inevitable the gift the Holy 
regeneration, commands are laid upon which can- 
not obey without it.) Impossible duties are the demand 
tyranny.” inquiring minds this reasoning resistless 
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lightning. They are astonished that does not strike the 
pulpit dumb. 

But preach the gospel salvation with such lurid 
logic the background. are free proclaim the work 
the Holy Ghost the gift Mercy 
what manner love the Father hath bestowed! While 
are yet sinners, grace comes our deliverance. The sinner 
the very act sin, the very height rebellion, able 
yield, but persistent treason, with power calling upon guilt 
and guilt responding power, overtaken, enclosed, and 
subdued regenerating love. Such the reach infinite 
mercy. Let the pulpit jubilant proclaiming the gift 
the Holy Ghost token, superadded the gift Christ, 
the sincerity God his desire save lost men. Let 
exult the strains Biblical invitation, promise, expos- 
tulation. The gift the Holy Spirit proof act that 
they mean just what they seem mean: Ho, every one 
that thirsteth The Spirit and the Bride say come Whoso- 
ever will, let him come; have pleasure the death 
the wicked Why will die?” 

But after all, will not such preaching fail through want 
individuality sinner’s faith it? Will not say: 
God infinitely holy and infinitely merciful; but 
regenerate me? Must not await his time for salvation 
not the dependence guilt just hopeless the depend- 
ence not the certainty sin the certainty 
damnation?” Yes; sinner will have so. But 
truth benignly pursues him even this selfish isolation 
his guilt. For, 

fourth result the principles have discussed is, 
that the pulpit free assure men that they have every 
encouragement immediate repentance which possible 
state sin. Holy encouragement not possible hope 
incorrigible guilt. Buta sinner, once convinced sin, has all 
the encouragement that can have immediate action 
the duty repentance. has the assurance the benig- 
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nity God’s command repent his own ability obey 
the complacency God every desire cherishes 
the co-working the Holy Spirit even every 
conviction feels that ought obey the sincerity 
the Spirit the very pressure which conscious 
the motives obey and the possibility that even now 
the Spirit may overpower his guilt, and make him willing 
this, holy encouragement cannot extend. 
honest soul will ask for more than this. sinner accepts 
other cheer than this, because his not honest soul. 
Anything less more than this simple urgency immedi- 
ate duty reliance upon the Holy Ghost, would only deepen 
the hopelessness sinner his guilt. other exhorta- 
tion comes right home his emergency this does: Work, 
for God worketh thee.” This mockery. in- 
tensely real, expressing both God’s sincerity and the sin- 


ner’s duty. The practical force that much-abused exhor- 


tation simply this: earnest save yourself, because 
God earnest save you. Salvation, then, sure, 
the act instant repentance. This what the sinner must 
saved. 

But the inquiry still pressed: Will the Holy Spirit cer- 
tainly bless endeavors? answer: What endeavors 
The endeavors guilt evade the consciousness guilt 
No: When the Spirit truth come, will reprove 
the world sin. But again, what endeavors? Endeavors 
saved the indulgence sin? No: the fruit the 
Spirit all goodness and righteousness and truth. But 
again, what endeavors? Endeavors fasten the responsi- 
bility sin and its fruits upon the sovereignty God’s 
decrees? Nay, but who art thou, man, that repliest against 
God? Yet again, what endeavors? The endeavors 
earnest spirit believe and love and obey? Thus saith 
the high and lofty One who inhabiteth eternity, whose name 
dwell with him that contrite and humble 

But, does sinner say Mine not contrite can 
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then assured that God will give repentance that 
irreversible decree, formed before the world was, anywhere 
revealed that, taking just am, God will change 
answer, No. God gives such 
ance. reveals such decrees. has answer 
give such inquiry. listen, that cry goes the 
throne mercy, and there silence heaven. hear 
responses the air; see handwriting the clouds, 
hath mercy whom will have mercy: 
Not Gabriel asks the reason why, 
Nor God the reason gives.” 

This the point precisely which the whole bearing 
the pulpit should conduct men their search for peace 
their they stand face face with God, depen- 
dent for eternal life upon his good pleasure, with every 
possible encouragement, even the assurance salvation, 
instant obedience his commands, and with nothing but 
despair disobedience delay. What God purposes 
respecting the regeneration any soul has not revealed 
any mortal ear. does not ask our attention nor invite 
our inquiries that secret his own will. urges upon 
our thoughts our own what have done, what 
must do. There secret about open and clear 
the morning. 

But what such the gospel fails What its 
only fruit awaken the lamentation the preacher: “To 
whom the arm the Lord Even then, truth 
its own vindication, and the ways God are 

The final consequence from the principles have con- 
templated is, that the pulpit should proclaim sinner’s de- 
struction always his own doing. preacher may 
called portray the history the Holy Spirit’s work 
many souls the words once dropped tears over Jerusa- 
How often but would not.” Our proc- 
lamation should be, that does not extenuate lost sinner’s 
that God never decreed regenerate him. Where 
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bility that has been without fracture from the first the 
last. Not default knowledge; his knowledge and his 
duty have but measured each other. Not bondage 
his probation never rose above the level his 
freedom. Not severity temptation; temptation its 
floodtide was but opportunity for more blessed achievement. 
His liberty obey God’s commands was infinitely more sacred 
God’s sight than Never was its awful sanctity 
suspended overborne for one moment. God has guarded 
the perdition sinner primarily ascribed but 
himself. 

But this not all. must proclaim the history lost 
soul words more intense significance. That not 
history negative probation. God has never thrust sinner 
upon trial the sheer strength his freedom, and him 
alone. God has been more than just him. the very 
conditions his being, the sinner has been the object all 
the amiable the Divine nature. has been 
placed upon beneficent system trial. 
has been instructed all that God has held him accountable 
his own intuitions have taught him the works God 
have enlightened him his own conscience has been the fore- 
shadow the judgment him; there has never been 
hour his moral being when did not know enough for 
his salvation. that has known God has 
assumed also the benign form dissuasive from sin his 
experience has countless motives obedience; his 
steps have been thronged them pleading spirits but 
for his guilt, his conscience alone would have been ever- 
present song God’s love him; has had Christian 
training, the disclosures redemption have opened upon 
him the most intense system allurements holiness 
known the universe; the teachings wise men, the 
prayers good men, the visions inspired men, and the 
angels have stretched cordon holy sym- 
around him; the cross Christ has blocked his way 
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destruction more impassably than flaming sword; 
intercession heaven has been made for him with hands 
uplifted which were the prints the nails; the Holy Spirit 
has striven with him turn him back, all the devices 
which infinite ingenuity could frame the bidding 
nite compassion; his history has been one long struggle 
against obstacles the suicide his soul; has sought 
out, and discovered, and and seized upon, and 
made sure of, his own way over and around and through 
them, the world despair. has done and not 
another. Such every lost life. any marvel 
lost soul speechless 
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ARTICLE VII. 


PROFESSOR HERMANN HUPFELD. 


(TRANSLATED FROM THE “NEUE EVANGELISCHE KIRCHENZEITUNG,” 
MAY 19, 1866.) 


D.D., who died Halle the 
twenty-fourth April this year, was the first-born son the clergyman 
Bernhard Karl Hupfeld, who died Spangenburg, the electorate 
1823, but whose widow died only two years ago, the advanced 
age ninety-two years, after having seen all her children except her 
eldest son pass away before her. This son was born March 31, 1796, 
Marburg, the house his grandfather, which place his father —then 
pastor Doernberg —had brought his wife for security, account 
the unsettled condition things the former place growing out the 
war. childhood was spent that from the age six 
that thirteen lived Melsungen the Fulda, whither his father 
had been second preacher. Together with younger brother, 
pursued the study the classics and other branches learning under 
the tuition his father. From this mild, paternal school, however, occa- 
sion foot-trip South Germany, undertaken with several acquaint- 
ances under the charge their tutor, was, after passing his thirteenth 
year, transferred vastly more rigorous one, taught unmarried 
maternal uncle, the pastor Sigel, Siglingen, near Heilbronn. Here 
found himself suddenly removed from numerous circle brothers, sisters, 
and playmates solitary room, alone with his books and tasks, 
since his uncle from lack time attended merely the general supervi- 
sion his studies —left almost entirely himself. Thus Hupfeld early 

learned teach himself. The subjects which specially attended 
besides ancient languages and religious studies, were mathematics, 
(among other works, Garve Cicero Officiis), with which were 
nected various useful exercises, such the sketching plans well-com- 
posed books, writing out sermons that had heard, composition written 
essays (which, however, seemed him real torture), and the giving 
instruction subjects familiar him both the publie school and 
private persons. 

The effect this education mental development,” writes Hup- 
feld his autobiography (Justi’s Fortsetzung der Hessischen 
Strieder Marburg, 1831, 279), “during 
stay two years was immense. The dreams and floating images that. 
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play around the boy’s given place the full daylight clear 
self-consciousness, and settled into fixed ideas; from playful boy had 
grown into attentive and critical observer myself well the 
human life around had fifteenth year discovered world 
within me. Moreover, the pietism instructor had filled with 
enthusiasm for Christianity and chosen vocation preacher; wes, 
were, consecrated future champion the oppressed church 
God. Still, this style instruction, unquestionably many respects 
one-sided and unnatural, involved many disadvantages which greatly hin- 
dered subsequent growth and happiness; especially premature and 
disproportionate preponderance the speculative and critical faculty, 
the total neglect poetry and history, which means both percep- 
tion and presentation facts were involved untold the 
disturbance physical growth the years most important for it, and all 
sorts bad habits, which were the source subsequent sufferings.” Thus 
impartially did Hupfeld judge respecting 

November, 1811, left that quiet place abode, and, after short 
visit home, entered the gymnasium Hersfeld, where was already 
younger brother his. Here encountered mode life almost the 
complete opposite the but was not able exercise any con- 
siderable influence him. course, however, many important gaps 
his education were filled up, and his intercourse with the old writ- 
ers assumed more scientific character. the boyish circle into which 
had entered, the precocious youth, with his firmness character, could 
not well adapt himself; was, and continued be, strange phenome- 
non, receiving, however, ready tolerance and respect, and being even not 
without stimulating influence the literary spirit the upper classes. 

After stay year and half Hersfeld, Hupfeld entered, Easter, 
1813, the University Marburg, where was matriculated student 
theology the church historian Miinscher. Active participation the 
war liberation was forbidden him his feeble health short- 
sightedness. accordance with the laws the stipendiary establishment 
Hessen-Cassel, which had become pupil, and with his own tastes, 
attended first general science and biblical exegesis. his philolog- 
ical studies was kindly assisted Dissel, who gave himself the tal- 
ented and ambitious youth with veritable devotion. this department 
obtained besides, much stimulus and exercise through the philological 
seminarium, also the instruction the pedagogium, which from his 
second term imparted for several years, but especially through philo- 
logical society founded, 1814, himself with some elder friends von 
Colln, Miinscher (eldest son the above-mentioned professor, now direc- 
tor the gymnasium Hersfeld), Hess, and which was later 
enlarged the accession several professors, and which the essays 
Sophocles, afterwards made over into inaugural dissertation had their 
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origin. history was much indebted the forcible and eloquent 
lectures Wachler, who also other respects proved Hupfeld’s 
sympathizing patron. the philosophical lectures none attracted him 
except those psychology, after had, through the study Krug’s 
writings, lost respect for the profundities philosophy. the depart- 
ment exegesis selected his guide the excellent Arnoldi, the 
Dutch school, and attended especially the lectures the Old Testa- 
ment, for which was already prepared some acquaintance with the 
dialects, devoting himself the study with great diligence, shown 
collection, still preserved, quotations from all the sources then access- 
ible him. With all the partiality, however, which Hupfeld even 
early had for this department, yet did not dare fix his life 
vocation, because the learning his teacher presented the modest 
youth lofty ideal the Old Testament exegete seemed him 
attainable few others. 

With regard theology itself, Hupfeld fell this time into difficulties 
which troubled him all the more, the more theology was him matter 
the heart and conscience. The philosophical difficulties,” writes, 
“made, true, little impression me; Christianity always seemed 
philosophy inexhaustible depth, and this score quite 
secure; but the traces the operation human causes the biblical 
histories and religious ideas, especially the analogies with the rest antiq- 
uity, disturbed notions all the more. only hope 
rested comprehensive investigation the universal ancient world, 
which..... perhaps our whole view might and 
this was for the future the point view philological studies.” 
the autumn 1817 Hupfield was examined the theological faculty, 
and received his first degree from the philosophical, and spent the following 
winter his father’s house Spangenberg. 

this time, consequence his essay Sophocles, propositions were 
made him both Dissen and Creuzer Heidelberg, 
take the position teacher; but felt constrained decline them, 
because hesitated about entering early the academic arena. 
undertook now journey several months South Germany, and then 
accepted the position stipendiatenmajor Marburg, together with that 
assistant preacher with the first Reformed preacher which course, how- 
ever, interfered seriously his projects. Hence, complied, 
Easter, 1819, with invitation his old teacher, Schuppius, who 
the meantime had become director the gymnasium Hanau, assume 
the position third teacher that gymnasium, but resigned again 
1822, because his health had suffered too much from the exertions inci- 
dent it. 

After having nearly recovered his health foot-trip Switzerland 
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tadt, Hupfeld returned home Spangenberg, order resume his theo- 
logical studies and prepare himself undertake the duties preacher. 
The beginning made his way with the Old Testament. 
had taken closer and more comprehensive view this, than passed 
out his previous state uncertainty into firm conviction, respecting 
which himself says: There opened itself view 
developed train religious ideas, the concatenation which, controlling 
the human mind necessarily they were supernaturally imparted 
it, yet without annulling the unmistakable freedom its activity, proclaims 
the agency the Divine Spirit, and affords the heart search 
something sure and certain sufficient anchor security against the 
caprice human fancies.” 

After studying year and half himself, was compelled leave 
home the death his father, and the spring 1824 went 
Halle, order perfect himself under Gesenius for his chosen vocation, 
and received from this scholar the most kindly assistance. Yet, not find- 
ing his wants sufficiently satisfied the lectures, continued here also 
his old course teaching himself, the fruits which mostly lexico- 
graphical character—met with Gesenius’s commendation. the autumn 
1824 was Halle, and busied himself the following 
winter principally elaborating essay the Ethiopic language, which 
was favorably noticed the Heidelberger Jahrbiicher,” and the Hal- 
lische Literatur-Zeitung.” Notwithstanding his good prospects Halle, 
and cordial invitations remain, Hupfeld returned, true his original 
purpose, his beloved fatherland; but not till after Hartmann’s death, 
the spring 1827, was appointed professor ordinarius the oriental 
languages, retaining the professorship theology which 
had before been conferred him, and which was not transformed into 
ordinary professorship until after 1830, occasion his being called 
abroad. 

The first opportunity for realizing his practical ideas within his own 
sphere and for exercising his organizing faculty, was found Hupfeld 
(by virtue old academic corporative university constitution, retained 
Marburg more than elsewhere) the affairs the university, which 
devoted himself the various branches academic administration 
with fondness and zeal, and least part with good success. The polit- 
ical revolution Hessen 1830 occasioned him, connection with his 
friend Bickell, petition for reform the ecclesiastical constitution, 
and they succeeded securing the appointment members Supe- 
rior Church Commission” for this but the commission, though 
sincerely sought discharge its duty, accomplished nothing lasting 
benefit. But the personal acquaintance thus made with Hassenpflug, who 
soon afterwards became leading minister, was not without its results for the 
two scholars and for the university. Hupfeld, notwithstanding the sharp- 
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ness with which declared his opposition the minister’s whole style 
thinking, enjoyed his confidence such extent that the latter, 
the time his resignation (1837) allowed him large influence the 
conduct the affairs the university. Hupfeld the supplement his 
autobiography (O. Gerland, Fortsetzung der Strieder-Justi’schen Hessi- 
schen Gelehrtengeschichte Kassel, 308) writes: myself 
all the more bound say this his praise, the louder and more unani- 
mous the condemnation which has befallen the man from whom, after 
his subsequent acts, myself had withdraw. That was ordinary 
man, have evidence own experience, the fact that long 
endured severe and burdensome monitor was made point 
duty tell him the full truth every occasion that presented itself), 
while was easy for him get ridof me. sad and for Hes- 
sen has proved disastrous that man such energy and talent, who 
more peaceful times might have been blessing his country, hardened, 
through the passions party strife (and that both sides) and bad 
counsellors, more and more against the voice public opinion and con- 
science, should have fallen into such errors and come such end.” 

1843 Hupfeld accepted call Halle successor his teacher 
Gesenius, who died 1842, and from whom had received 1834 
the honorary diploma Doctor Theology. Hupfeld was loth leave his 
loved Hessen and but thought himself not justified declin- 
ing the honorable call this wider sphere action. had,” writes, 
“to pay for resolution with the happiness for had been 
scarcely three months Halle when guardian angel, true wife 
[he was married 1832 the daughter Prof. Suabedissen], was 
snatched from side nervous fever (brought the extraordinary 
exertions incident the removal), and left alone the midst 
strange world, with six little children, one them suckling.” This 
heart-wound inflicted the man deep feeling, who loved beyond 
expression, death well life, his wife, who was endowed with the 
richest gifts heart and mind, also with the charms rare physical 
beauty, was never closed, though this deep pain, only made less keen 
time, made him for his five surviving children (two daughters and three 
sons) father all the more faithful and tender. 

Also his official relations, leaving the corporative academic life 
Marburg, guarded the Hessian love right and order, and going 
Prussia, did not fail meet with various disappointments, that, 
though had formerly gladly taken part the concerns the aca- 
demic commonwealth, now felt constrained withdraw from them. 
His conscientious spirit and love truth was especially vexed the now 
prevalent Zeugnissunwesen (testimonial nuisance), through which, 
said, the testimonials made out respecting attendance lectures had 
become “grand lie,” and fought perseveringly against it. Mindful, 
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too, how much himself, when student, had profited his studies 
through personal intercourse with his teachers, Hupfeld generously devoted 
himself studious youths, not only the lecture-room, but also his 
walks and his hospitable house. 

Although Hupfeld was master large stores learning, yet was 
mere book-worm. took deep interest the welfare his father- 
land. Persistent especially was his participation the 
movements 1848 and the following years, the Volksblatt,” then pub- 
lished Halle, the editorship which had part in, giving him favor- 
able thus originated valuable series articles which 
gave expression his sense justice and his political convictions (formed 
especially the study English institutions) respecting the right and 
popular form government (self-government under the control law) 
the establishment the German empire historical basis; the 
destination Prussia moral hegemony the confederation, 
ete. And Hupfeld 1848-49 contended against anarchy, became 
later, says, sorrowful, dumb, but means uninterested, wit- 
ness the reaction which only works into the hands revolution.” 

his literary activity Hupfeld himself says that, account its ex- 
tent, embracing branches widely different from cach other, and account 
his lack self-control, greatly deficient system. nature 
being such impel him give his whole mind specialty, and 
aim securing the highest attainable position and the broadest 
views comprehensive works, produced more monographs and 
these great value and merit the form essays and sketches, than 
books proper (such Die Quellen der Genesis,” and the work the 
Psalms, four volumes). specially lamented that the author 
whose was justly praised the students 
most masterly lecture, did not complete his Kritisches Lehrbuch der 
Sprache und Schrift,” which the first eight sheets appeared 
1841. 

complete list Hupfeld’s various writings may found Justi, 
and Gerland, 315-319. Only one, the last writing his 
hand, wanting this charming Bild zur Erinnerung,” 
his deceased friend Mallet (Bremen, published Miiller). 

conclude our account with passage extracted from this pamphlet, 
characteristic the departed author, and showing not only the relation 
intimate friendship which sustained Mallet, but also that the critic 
Hupfeld was not destitute the pectus quod theologum Even 
the most beautiful and sacred things,” says (p. 19), which flow from 
human lips may time become mere phrases. part human weak- 
ness and defectiveness, curse, were, accompanying the divine bles- 
sing, that the very richest gifts speech are the most danger being 
used the service vanity, since they lead one take pleasure them, 
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tickle means them, and thus glorify one’s self rather than 
serve God and one’s the words, being through frequent use 
deprived their soul, become last ‘as sounding this dan- 
ger the clergyman more than others exposed. Since required 
his vocation often the word God others, and have 
always hand, and give expression to, those truths and ideas which 
are most all suited and penetrate men’s hearts, only 
too apt the case that these truths lose for him their terribleness, 
that their and effect his own heart neutralized weakened, 
and the constant direction his attention others keeps him from watch- 
ing himself, that while works the hearts others his 
own, and lets the weeds grow unheeded. ..... later observa- 
tions and experiences have only too much confirmed opinion the 
greatness the danger, and taught how many the most gifted 
clergymen fall prey how prevalent has become our time 
the plague using without thought, which serves more than 
everything else make men insensible the power the truth, and 
disinclined after earnest and more profound conviction, 
and which explains the readiness with which now, given signal, 
and confessions’ are made wholesale, often rapid 
sion and contradictory directions. Hence little deed Christianity, 
and much mouth Christianity.” 

Hupfeld died easy death noon the twenty-fourth April, after 
fully completing his seventieth consequence stroke apoplexy 
superveniag inflammation the diaphragm. 


ARTICLE 
THEORIES REGARD THE NATURE THE WILL. 


propose state the present and subsequent Book Notices, 
various theories entertained various writers more less recent 
regard the will. The present notice confined two works, which 
widely from each other various particulars, but agree with each 
other the theory that choice not act the will. The first these 
books entitled 

Essay AND SOCIALISM, considered 
their Fundamental Principles. Don Juan Donoso Marquis 
Valdegamas; from the original Spanish. which prefixed 
Sketch the life and works the author. From the Italian 
Madeleine Vinton Goddard. 12mo. pp. 335. 
Philadelphia: Lippincott and Co. 1862. 
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The introductory sketch states that the author this work was born 
Valdegamas, May 1809; pursued the study the law the Uni- 
versity Salamania; received high political office was active 
political journalist and author Madrid was the Spanish minister 
Plenipotentiary the Court Prussia 1848; religious man 
the age forty; and the present work the result his religious med- 
itations. commences the work with the words Proudhon: 
surprising observe how constantly find all our political questions 
complicated with theological questions” (p. Sophisms,” says, 
produce revolutions, and sophists are (p. 20). 
divides his volume into three books. the first and second chapters 
the second book discusses the subject the will. says: The 
opinion generally entertained respecting free-will every respect 
The will does not consist, commonly supposed, the power choice 
between good and evil, which importune man with contrary solicitations. 
free-will consisted this faculty, the following consequences would 
necessarily result, the one relative man and the other relative God, 
and both evidently absurd. The consequence respecting man would be, 
that the higher the degree excellence attained the less free would 
become, could not advance toward perfection without becoming 
subjected the influence good, and could not yield the sway 
truth without removing himself from the rule Man being free, 
and the same time aiming perfection, cannot preserve his freedom 
without renouncing perfection, neither can become perfect without 
losing his relates God, the consequence this hypoth- 
esis would this, that God, not being subject his nature contradic- 
tory solicitations, would not free, freedom consisted the full power 
choose between opposing solicitations; and if, according this supposi- 
tion, must have the power choose between good and evil, between 
sanctity and sin, order free, then there exists between the nature 
God and liberty, thus defined, radical contradiction and absolute 
incompatibility. And, would absurdity suppose, the one 
side, that God cannot free God, and that cannot God 
and the other that man cannot attain perfection without 
losing his liberty, nor free without renouncing follows that 
the idea liberty that have just examined [of liberty consisting 
choice] altogether false, contradictory, and absurd (pp. 94-96). 

Choice, then, according this theory, not act the will; and 
so, the soul must divided into the intellect, sensibilities, the power 
choice, and the will, four departments instead three. The formal free- 
dom the will does not consist choice; still less does the material 
freedom. Where liberty then? The author proceeds: error 
that have just exposed consists placing freedom the faculty 
choice, when really rests the faculty will, which supposes the faculty 
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understanding. being endowed with understanding and will 
free, and his liberty not distinct thing from his will and his under- 
standing, but the two united. When being that has will 
and understanding, and another being that free, assert with 
regard both the same thing, expressed two different ways. 

liberty consists the faculties will and understanding, then per- 
fect liberty consists perfect will and understanding. These are the 
attributes God alone, from which follows, necessary inference, 
that God alone perfectly free. 

liberty consists the faculties understanding and will 
then man free, because endowed with will and intelligence but 
not perfectly free, not endowed with understanding and will 
infinite and perfect. The imperfection his understanding is, that 
limited the one hand, and the other subject error. The imper- 
fection his will is, that does not desire all that ought wish for, 
and that may importuned and conquered evil. From whence 
follows that the imperfection his liberty consists his power choos- 
ing evil and embracing error; that say, the imperfection human 
liberty lies precisely that faculty choice which, according the 
vulgar opinion, constitutes its absolute perfection (pp. 96, 97). 

the above true, certain that the faculty choice bestowed 
upon man, far from constituting necessary condition freedom, en- 
dangers liberty, since through arises the possibility renunciation 
good, and falling into error; denial God, and subjection 
tyranny. the efforts man, with the assistance grace, should 
directed the keeping this faculty under, that may even lose it, 
possible, inaction. alone who loses understands good, desires 
it, and performs it; and alone who does this perfectly free and 
alone who free perfect and only who perfect happy. None 
the blessed have this faculty choosing between good and evil, neither 
God, nor his saints, nor the choirs angels” (p. 99). 

Throughout this volume are found frequent contradictions the state- 
ment that liberty does not consist choosing, pp. 150, 
volume abounds with acute remarks, rich apothegms, but the whole 
declamatory, rather than earnest defence the Roman 
Catholic dogmas, and spirited attack upon the theories Socialism. 
its tone and style signally unlike the second work which here 
notice, and which entitled 


THE or, every Being that wills, 
Creative First Cause. Rowland Hazard. 12mo. pp. 455. New 
York: Appleton and Co.; London, Little Britain. 1864. 

The author this work enterprising manufacturer the State 
Island. certainly merits our respect for his interest moral, 
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well physical science. has evinced the present volume 
sharp and vigorous mind. His style not always clear, and too redun- 
dant. does not always conform the established usage words, but 
satisfied with his own nomenclature. speculations are the more 
interesting they are pursued from point departure not 
taken. divided his work into two books. The first book devotes 
explanation and proof the Freedom the Mind Willing.” 
stout advocate human liberty. Hence the more singular 
that exclude the act choice from the sphere will. 
considers choice the perception, the knowledge, that one thing supe- 
rior another,” and is, therefore, antecedent the act willing; and 
regards all liberty consisting the mind’s willing, and not all 
the mind’s choosing. strenuously and persistently objects the con- 
founding choice and will” (p. 440). Will the power faculty the 
mind for (p. 24), and this effort consists the mind’s freedom. Free- 
dom that condition which the mind directs its own action move- 
ment.” considers the moral character also residing, not the choice, 
but the effort, the willing. man wills act which good 
and noble, matters not concerning his virtue whether his effort 
cessful otherwise the effort is, itself, the triumph him the good 
and noble over the bad and base” (p. the moral nature the 
willing, the persevering effort itself the consummation, there 
such failure [as there may his external relations]; and the 
mind therefore not only creative, but supreme creative first 
cause” (p. 152). “As the moral quality the action lies wholly the will, 
and other being can will for him [man], morally good without 
his own efforts all that any other being can for him 
this respect use means excite his wants and increase his 
edge; and thus induce him put forth his own efforts. Even omnipo- 
tence can more than for doing more, the making man virtuous 
without voluntary effort his own, involves contradiction” (pp. 153, 154). 
man habitually holy, who has eradicated the conflicting wants, loses 
the power will what and cannot unholy except 
his own voluntary act, has then power unholy” (p. 
Hazard still maintains that the mind free willing holy, even 
when has power will otherwise. 

Mr. Hazard devotes his second book review Edwards the 
Will. course differs radically from this for Edwards con- 
siders free-agency consisting, not imperative volitions, but choice; 
whereas Mr. Hazard considers free-agency consisting, not choice, but 
imperative volitions. not think that the interpretation which 
the author this volume puts upon Edwards correct still similar 
that which sanctioned many other critics. Quite remarkable 
passage the second book found pp. 393-395. subjoin few 
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passages illustrating Mr. Hazard’s independence thought and style. 
The Faculties the Mind. “The mind has but one real faculty 
power anything, and this faculty designated the term will” 
Thus memory “is but condition, and necessary condition, 
knowledge the past. Without such knowledge could not 
this sense only expression one form our knowledge. say 
remember event, say know event the past. from any 
cause event the past comes before the mind, then simple 
mental perception. When make effort bring event the 
past into the mind’s view, call exercise memory, and 
the will only which makes effort. effort the mind forming 
judgment act the will. “The same may said reasoning, 
imagining, conceiving, etc. the sense which these are spoken 
faculties powers, they are but names varied modes effort, 
efforts for different objects, made the same unit mind, manifesting its 
power produce change its efforts acts will” the 
mind cannot act except exercising some its powers, every act the 
mind effort act will, and the phrases, ‘acts will, ‘acts 
and mental action,’ are really synonymes” (p. 424). According 
Mr. Hazard, then, there involuntary effort. But not neces- 
ascribe every act power acting —an act remembering 
power memory, for instance; and not the strenuous acting any 
power rightly called that power 

“We may know what not true.” (?) propriety the term 
edge applicable only those ideas perceptions the mind which 
entertain doubt, and applicable such even though they are 
not conformable truth” (p. 18). Like most other words frequent use 
the word knowledge has variety significations. often used 
express mere undoubting assurance. But, distinctively, expresses the 
tion true, and afterwards discovered that false, are apt 
say, thought knew true, but did not know much 
thought did.” The omniscience God not his mere assur- 
ance propositions, but his assurance truths. 

The human mind “The finite mind man, made the 
image God, has finite powers corresponding omnipotence, omnis- 
cience, omnipresence, and other creative attributes the Infinite; and, 
far know, exerts these powers the same mode and under the 
same conditions” (p. 49). “This creative power exerted the finite 
the only way which can conceive its exercise the Infinite 
Intelligence, and under the same (p. true, that 
often speak mental creations, the creations genius, but the 
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proper sense mean creation, the bringing some material men- 
tal substance into existence. Some the most eminent artists have re. 
coiled from the use this term application their works, and 
insisted limiting the word creator Him who causes the beginning 
substances. 

need not add, that while cannot adopt the theories the will 
which are contained the two works here noticed, still must regard 
and other theories hereafter noticed, suggestive many 
important truths. 


ARTICLE 
THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 
REV. SAMUEL WOLCOTT, D.D., CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


Dictionary the Bible edited Dr. William Smith, and pub- 
lished England three large octavo volumes, about republished 
entire this country, under the editorial supervision Professor Hack- 
ett Newton, whose special qualifications for this service will recog- 
nized all. but fair add that the paper here offered has grown 
out Article prepared the writer, his request, for the Dictionary 
being his purpose render the American edition even more complete 
than the English. More than sixty the eminent scholars Great 
Britian, and few our own country, have contributed its pages, and 
embraces the fruit more learned research than any other work the 
kind which has been issued. is, consequently, necessity every 
thorough student the Bible, and invaluable auxiliary all who 
seek fuller acquaintance with the word God. 

most the Articles are presented with the latest results Bib- 
lical science ascertained facts, and not mere speculations 
controverted unsettled questions are, most instances, fur- 
nished with the facts reasonings each side, from fair statement 
which the reader left draw his own conclusion. 

More than forty pages with double columns are given the general 
topic, and its importance justifies this extended treatment. mainly 
divided between two writers, one whom presents The Annals the 
City, from its foundation its destruction Titus (with brief sketch 
its later history another pen), and the other devotes seventeen 
pages The Topography the City, this portion the whole warp and 
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woof the development and defence new theory. The writer 
James Fergusson, Esq., Fellow the Royal Institute British Archi- 
tects. understood (indeed evident) that has never visited 
Jerusalem; but challenges the attention Biblical views 
which has carefully elaborated, and which are based the published 
researches travellers and authors. 

The Article very and are unable select few com- 
pact sentences paragraphs which embody the substance its reason- 
ings. shall state the writer’s views fairly proceed the dis- 
cussion, and offer the following extracts exhibiting his 
tions clearly, any passages which can selected. 

little has this been done hitherto, that there are present before the 
public three distinct views the topography Jerusalem, 
from one another their most essential features, that disinterested per- 
son might fairly feel himself justified assuming that there existed 
real data for the determination the points issue, and that the disputed 
questions must for ever remain the same unsatisfactory state 
present. 

The first these theories the most obvious, and has, all events, 
the great merit simplicity. consists the belief that all the sacred 
localities were correctly ascertained the early ages Christianity and, 
what still more important, that none have been changed during the dark 
ages that followed, the numerous revolutions which the city has 
been exposed. Consequently, inferring that all which the traditions 
the Middle Ages have handed down may implicitly relied upon. 
The advantages this theory are manifest, that little wonder that 
should popular and find many advocates. 

The first person who ventured publicly express his dissent from this 
view was Korte, German printer, who travelled Palestine about the 
year 1728. visiting Jerusalem was struck with the apparent impos- 
sibility reconciling the site the present church the Holy Sepulchre 
with the exigencies the Bible narrative, and his return home pub- 
lished work denying the authenticity the so-called sacred localities. 
His heresies excited very little attention the time, for long afterwards 
but the spirit inquiry which has sprung during the present century 
has revived the controversy which has long been dormant, and many 
pious and earnest men, both Protestant and have expressed with 
more less distinctness the difficulties they feel reconciling the assumed 
localities with the indications the Bible. The arguments favor 
the present localities being the correct ones are well summed the 
Rev. George Williams, his work the Holy City, and with the assist- 
ance Professor Willis all has been said that can urged favor 
their authenticity. Nothing can exceed the ingenuity the various 
hypotheses that are brought forward explain away the admitted 


686 THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 


culties the but look vain for any new facts 
ance the significance those often urged the other side, while the 
continued appeals faith and personal arguments not inspire con- 
fidence the soundness the data brought forward. 

Professor Robinson, the other hand, his elaborate works 
Palestine has brought together all the arguments which from the time 
Korte have been accumulating against the authenticity the mediaeval 
sites and traditions. has done this with power which would 
probably have been conclusive had been able carry the argument 
its legitimate conclusion. His want knowledge architecture and 
the principles architectural criticism, however, prevented him from 
that the present church the Holy Sepulchre was wholly 
age subsequent that the Crusades, and without trace the style 
Constantine. Nor was he, from the same causes, able correct 
single instance the erroneous given many other buildings 
Jerusalem, whose dates might have afforded clue the mystery. 
When, consequence, announced the result his researches the 
melancholy conclusion, that the site the Holy Sepulchre was now, and 
must all probability for ever remain mystery, the effect was, that 
those who were opposed his views clung all the more firmly those 
they before entertained, preferring site and sepulchre which 
hallowed the tradition ages, rather than launch forth the shore- 
less sea speculation which Dr. Robinson’s negative conclusion opened 
out before them. 

“3. The third theory that put forward the author this Article 
his Essay the Ancient Topography Jerusalem.’ agrees gen- 
erally with the views urged all those from Korte Robinson, who 
doubt the authenticity the present site the but instead 
acquiescing the desponding view taken the latter, 
for reasons which will given hereafter, that the building now known 
Christians the Mosque Omar, but Moslems called the Dome 
the Rock, the identical church which Constantine erected over the rock 
which contained the tomb Christ.” 1018. 


the great difficulties which has perplexed most authors 
examining the ancient topography Jerusalem, the correct fixation 
the locality the sacred Mount Zion. cannot disputed that 
from the time Constantine downwards the present day, this name has 
been applied the western which the city Jerusalem now stands, 
and fact always stood. 

Notwithstanding this seems equally certain that the time 
the destruction the city Titus, the name was applied exclusively 
the eastern hill, that which the temple stood. 

Unfortunately the name Zion not found the works Josephus, 
that have not his assistance, which would invaluable this case, 


1866.] THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 687 


and there passage the Bible which directly asserts the identity 
the hills Moriah and Zion, though many which cannot well understood 
without this assumption. The cumulative proof, however, such almost 
perfectly supply this want. 

the passages Sam. and Chron. xi. 5-8, quite 
clear that Zion and the city David were identical, for there said, 
‘David took the castle Zion, which the city And 
dwelt the castle, therefore they called the city David. And 
built the city round about, even from Millo round about, and Joab repaired 
the rest the This last expression would seem separate the 
city Jerusalem which was repaired, from that David which was 
though searcely distinct enough relied upon. these, 
perhaps the most distinct passage thatin Psalm xlviii. where said, 
for situation, the joy the whole Mount Zion, the 
sides the north, the city the Great King,’ which seems 
sible apply the modern Zion, the most southern extremity the city. 
There are also passages the Bible where Zion spoken 
city from Jerusalem, for instance, For out Jerusalem shall 
forth remnant, and they that escape out Mount Zion’ Kings 
xix. 31); ‘Do good thy good pleasure unto build thou the walls 
Jerusalem’ (Psalm li. 18); Lord shall yet comfort Zion, and 
shall yet choose Jerusalem’ (Zech. ‘For the people shall dwell 


and utter his voice from Jerusalem’ (Joel Amos are 
also numberless passages which Zion spoken holy place 
such terms are never applied Jerusalem, and which can only 
understood applied the holy Temple Mount. Such expressions, for 
instance, set king holy hill Zion’ (Psalm ii. The 
Lord loveth the gates Zion more than all the dwellings Jacob, 
(Psalm Ixxxvii. 2); ‘The Lord has chosen Zion’ (Psalm exxxii. 13) 
‘The city the Lord, the Zion the Holy One Israel’ Ix. 14) 
‘Arise ye, and let Zion the Lord’ (Jer. xxxi. ‘Thus 
saith the Lord, returned Zion’ (Zech. 3); the Lord 
thy God, dweiling Zion, holy mountain’ (Joel iii. 17); For the 
Lord dwelleth Zion’ (Joel iii. 21), and many others, which will 
every one all familiar with the scriptures, seem indicate 
plainly the hill the Temple. Substitute the word Jerusalem for Zion 
these passages, and feel once how grates the ear; for such 
epithets these are never applied that city the contrary, there 
curse uttered, term disparagement, seldom applied Zion, 
but always her unfortunate sister, Jerusalem. never said, The 
Lord dwelleth Jerusalem loveth any such expression, 
which surely would have occurred, had Jerusalem and Zion been one and 
the same place, they now are, and generally supposed have been. 


Zion Jerusalem’ xxx. 19); The Lord shall roar out Zion, 
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Though these cannot taken absolute proof, they certainly amount 
strong presumptive evidence that Zion and the Temple Hill were one and 
the same place. There one curious passage, however, which scarcely 
intelligible any other hypothesis than this; known that the sepul- 
chres David and his successors were Mount Zion, the city 
David, but the wicked king Ahaz for his crimes was buried Jerusalem, 
‘in the and ‘not the sepulchres the kings’ Chron. xxviii, 
Chron. xxi. 20) narrowly escaped the same punishment, 
and the distinction marked that cannot overlooked. The mod- 
ern sepulchre David (Neby is, and always must have been 
Jerusalem; not, the Bible expressly tells us, the city David, 
contra-distinguished from the city the Jebusites. 

When from the Old Testament turn the Books the 
bees, come some passages written persons who certainly were 
acquainted with the localities, which seem fix the site Zion with 
considerable amount certainty as, for instance, They went into 
Mount Zion, and saw the sanctuary desolate and the altar profaned, and 
the shrubs growing the courts as.a Mace. iv. After 
this went Nicanor Mount Zion, and there came out the sanctuary 
certain persons’ Mace. vii. 33), and several others, which seem leave 
doubt that that time Zion and the Temple Hill were considered one 
and the same place. may also added that the Rabbis with one 
accord place the Temple Mount Zion, and though their authority 
matters doctrine may valueless, still their traditions ought have 
been sufficiently distinct justify their being considered authorities 
merely topographical point thissort. There passage Nehe- 
miah (iii. 16) which will alluded the next section, and which, 
added the above, seems leave very little doubt that ancient times 
the name Zion was applied the eastern and the western hill 


The where Christ was judged was most probably the An- 
tonia, which that time, before and afterwards, was the citadel 
Jerusalem and the residence the governors, and the Xystus and Coun- 
cil-house were certainly, shown above, this neighborhood. Leaving 
these localities, the Saviour, bearing his cross, must certainly have gone 
towards the country, and might well meet Simon any one coming tow- 
ards the city; thus every detail the description satisfied, and none 
offended the locality now assumed. 

The third class evidence is, from its nature, means clear, 
but there nothing whatever contradict, and great deal that 
directly confirms, the above statements. The earliest the travellers who 
visited Jerusalem after the discovery the Sepulchre Constantine 
one known the Bordeaux pilgrim; seems have visited the place 
about the year 333. his Itinerary, after describing the palace David, 
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the great synagogue, and other objects inside the city, adds, ‘Inde 
eas foris murum Sione euntibus Portam Neopolitanam 
dextram deorsum valle sunt parietes ubi domus fuit sive palatium Pon- 
tii Pilati. Ibi Dominus auditus est antequam pateretur. sinistra autem 
parte est monticulus Golgotha, ubi Dominus crucifixus quasi 
lapidem missum est cripta ubi corpus ejus positum tertia die resur- 
rexit. modo jussu Constantini Imperatoris Basilica facta est, 
est mirae From this evident that passing 
out the modern Zion gate turned round the outside the walls 
the left. Had gone the right, past the Jaffa gate, both the ancient 
and modern Golgotha would have been his right but passing 
round the Temple area may have had the house Pilate his right 
the valley, where some traditions placed it. must have had Gol- 
gotha and the Sepulchre his left, describes them. far, there- 
fore, his testimony goes, clear was not speaking the modern 
Golgotha, which inside the city, while the very expression foris murum’ 
indicate what the context confirms, that was place the 
verge the city, and the left hand one passing round the walls, 
other words the place marked the accompanying map.” 1031. 


only remains, before concluding, recapitulate here that the great 
which seem hitherto have rendered the subject confused, and 
inexplicable, were (1) the improper application the name 
Zion the western hill, and (2) the assumption that the present Church 
the Holy was that built Constantine. 

The moment transfer the name Zion from the western the east- 
ern hill, and the scenes the passion from the present site the 
the area the Haram, all the difficulties disappear and 
only requires little and perhaps some instances little fur- 
ther investigation the spot, for the topography Jerusalem become 
well better established than that any city the ancient world.” 
pp. 1034, 1035. 


will seen from the preceding that the two points the topog- 
raphy Jerusalem which Mr. Fergusson regarded demanding special 
are, the site Mount Zion, and the site the Church the 
Sepulchre. With reference both, has advanced theories which 
are original theories not only have not been broached before, and 
are unsupported single tradition, but which, far known, con- 
tradict the previous impressions the Christian world. Speculations 
novel respecting localities prominent the history the sacred city, 
naturally awaken the reader’s surprise, and suspiscion, and demand can- 
did 

Mount Fergusson’s theory is, that the Mount Zion 
the sacred writers not western hill which the city Jerusalem 
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now stands, and fact always stood,” but “the eastern hill, that 
which the temple stood.” 

The sacred historian says, for the Jebusites, the inhabitants 
Jerusalem, the children Israel could not drive them out, but the Jeb- 
usites dwell with the children Judah Jerusalem unto this 
(Josh. xv. 63). Four hundred years later, David and all Israel went 
Jerusalem, which Jebus, where the Jebusites were, the inhabitants 
the And the inhabitants Jebus said David, Thou shalt not 
come hither. Nevertheless, David took the castle Zion, which the 
city David. And David dwelt the therefore they called it, 
The city David Chron. xi. 7). Here was his citadel, and 
here his residence and hence the frequent allusions the Bible the 
towers, bulwarks, and palaces Zion. few years later, David made 
him houses the city David, and prepared place for the ark God, 
and pitched for they brought the ark God, and set 
the midst the tent that David had pitched for it” Chron. xv. 
Thirty years after, Solomon began build the house the Lord 
Jerusalem, Mount Moriah” Chron. iii. Seven years later, 
Solomon assembled the elders Isracl unto Jerusalem, bring the 
ark the covenant the Lord, out the city David, which 
Zion Chron 2), and then follows the account their removing the 
ark and depositing the temple. 

From this clear that the Jebusite stronghold which David stormed, 
and where dwelt, was Zion, the city that the ark the 
covenant was brought this spot, and from was transferred the tem- 
ple Mount Moriah; and that Mount Moriah, the site the temple, 
could not have been identical with Zion, the city David. This view 
appears the face the narrative, and there not passage scrip- 
ture which conflicts with it, which renders difficult obscure. 

Josephus does not use the word Zion but his paraphrase the 
tural narrative accords entirely with the above David took the lower 
city foree, but the citadel held out still” (Antiq. xiv. 2), with the 
other particulars already given. also says, The city was built upon 
two hills, and that which contains the upper city much higher, and 
cordingly was the King David” (Antiq. xiv. 15, 2). 
the Pompey, one party within counselling resistance and the 
other submission, the former “seized upon the temple and cut off the 
bridge which reached from the city, and prepared themselves abide 
siege, but the others admitted Pompey’s army in, and delivered both 
the city and the king’s palace him” (Antiq. xiv. 2), and, having 
secured these, laid siege the temple, and captured its occupants. 
the siege Herod, When the outer court the temple and the lower 
city were taken, the Jews fled into the inner court the temple and 
into the upper city and when the latter was carried assault, Antig- 


1866.] THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 691 


onus came down from the citadel” xiv. 16, 2). the siege 
Titus, after the lower city had been became necessary 
raise embankment against the upper city, “the works were erected 
the west side the city, over against the royal palace (Bel. Jud. vi. 1). 
Describing the temple, Josephus says, the western parts the enclo- 
the temple were four gates, one leading over the royal palace; 
the valley between being interrupted form passage” (Antiq. xv. 
11, 5). 

can plainer than that the upper city Josephus identical 
with the Zion, city David, the sacred scriptures that the citadel 
and the royal palace were this western that the temple was the 
lower eastern hill, separated from the western deep valley, which was 
spanned bridge; and that the site the temple identical with the 
Mount Moriah the Bible, and from Mount Zion. This view 
which harmony with the scriptural view already given, accords also 
with every other allusion Josephus these localities. And the sub- 
structions the bridge above referred are the most striking feature 
the remains the modern city. 

come now the Christian Itineraries, and the testimony 
uniform and unbroken. Except one two wild speculations, other 
Mount Zion has been known, from the days Eusebius down, than the 
western hill Jerusalem which now bears the name. late 
1852, Professor Robinson referred this one the few points yet 
(Bib. Res. 206). 

The term Zion came, naturally, employed both sacred and 
profane writers, the representation the whole city, which formed 
prominent part. was thus used the later prophets, quoted 
above, also the Book the Maccabees, where evidently includes 
the temple and adjacent mount. 

Mr. Fergusson says: There are numberless passages which Zion 
spoken holy place such terms are never applied Jerusa- 
Jem, and which ean only applied the holy Temple 
strains could too elevated applied the mount which the 
tabernacle was pitched, and where the ark the covenant abode the 
seat the theocracy the throne alike David and David’s the 
centre dominion and worship. Indeed, the verse quoted, Yet have 
western hill which was the royal residence. The same may said 
the verse quoted specially difficult, the received theory, its ailu- 
sion the sides the north, the reference here being the lofty site 
the and one who approaches from the south, the precipitous 
brow Zion invests the description with force and beauty which would 
lost transfer the other eminence. 

is, moreover, mistaken impression that greater sanctity ascribed 


an 
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Zion than that the two names are, this respect, 
fully distinguished. What passage the Bible recognizes greater sacred- 
ness locality than the plaintive apostrophe forget Jeru- 
salem, let right hand forget her cunning; not remember thee, 
let tongue cleave the roof prefer not Jerusalem 
above chief The Song songs sets forth the divine beauty 
the bride, loved one, the similie, “comely Jerusalem”; and 
the call the evangelical prophets is, Awake, put thy strength, 
Zion, put thy beautiful garments, Jerusalem, the holy 
localities are thus constantly identified, “'To declare the name the Lord 
Zion and his praise Jerusalem.” The names are, and may be, used 
interchangeably, without “grating the ear”; and the extraordinary 
assertion, “It never said, The Lord dwelleth Jerusalem, loveth 
Jerusalem, any such expression,” meet with the inspired declara- 
tions from the Chronicles, the Psalms, and the Prophets, have chosen 
Jernsalem that name might there”; The God Israel, whose 
habitation Jerusalem Blessed the Lord out Zion, who dwell- 
eth Thus saith the Lord, returned unto Zion, and 
will the midst Jerusalem.” Our Saviour expressly forbade the 
profanation the name; and through the force the same 
ciations, the beloved disciple could find more fitting type heaven 
itself, beheld vision the New Jerusalem the saints 

Mr. Fergusson remarks that the David and his suecessors 
were Mount Zion, the city David, but the wicked king Ahaz 
for his crimes was buried Jerusalem, the city,’ and the sep- 
the kings.’ Jehoram narrowly escaped the same punishment, 
and the distinction marked, that cannot overlooked.” The 
burial King Ahaz thus recorded And they buried him the city, 
Jerusalem, but they brought him not into the sepulchres the kings” 
without being desired, howbeit they buried him the city David, but 
not the sepulchres the kings” Chron. That King 
Joash (which Mr. Fergusson overlooks) follows They buried 
the city David, but they buried him not the sepulchres the 
Chron. xxiv. Fergusson assumes that there marked dis- 
tinction” between the first and the two records. assume that the 
three accounts are, substance, identical and submit the point the 
judgment the reader, merely adding, that the three monarchs, Jeho- 
ram was apparently the most execrated, and Josephus, who silent about 
the burial Ahaz, describes that Jehoram ignominious. 

Mr. Fergusson says: There are great many passages which Zion 
spoken separate city from Jerusalem,” and adduces instances 
which the Hebrew scholar will recognize simply the parallelism Hebrew 
poetry; more proving that Zion was separate city from Jerusalem, 


1866.] THE TOPOGRAPHY JERUSALEM. 693 


than the exclamation, How goodly are thy tents, Jacob, and thy taber- 
nacles, Israel,” proves that Jacob was separate people from Israel. 

Much more might written respecting this theory, but its claims have 
been fairly met; and the reader will judge whether the argument which 
accepts and supports the modern Zion the ancient site not firm 
the mountain itself, which cannot removed, but abideth forever.” 

The Church the Holy Sepulchre.— Mr. Fergusson’s theory is, 
the building now known Christians the Mosque Omar, but 
Moslems called the Dome the Rock, the identical church which 
Constantine erected over the rock which contained the tomb Christ.” 

the conclusiveness the argument which Dr. Robin- 
son has shown that the present church does not cover “the place where 
the Lord has been the battle-ground recent writers the 
topography the city, and the concession renders unnecessary ad- 
duce here the proofs which the Professor has brought together, and which 
may found his Biblical Researches (in 1838, 64-80; 1852, 
254-263, 631-633). power with which they 
sented not affected any theory which may held respecting the 
identity any other spot. The argument reaches its legitimate con- 
clusion,” alike whether the reader accepts some other site, whether 
regards the true site beyond the reach modern discovery. The 
theory here offered, like the one which have examined, novel and 
startling, and like that, put forth with much confidence writer who 
has never examined the localities. submit our reasons for rejecting 
it; and agree with Mr. Fergusson that the site the church 
not the place our Lord’s burial, our interest the question purely 
historical. 

Eusebius, who was contemporary with Constantine, and his biographer, 
represents the church which built over the supposed sepulchre, hav- 
ing open court the east, towards the entrances, with cloisters 

ach side and gates front, after which, the very midst the street 
the market (or the middle the broad market-place) the beautiful 
propylea (vestibule) the whole structure presented those passing 
the outside the wonderful view the things seen within (Vit. Const. 
39). Along the street the bazaars, east the present church, 
which would make their site identical with “the market-place” Euse- 
bius, and correspond with the position the propylea, are three granite 
columns, the apparent remains ancient portico, and which can 
referred other structure than the church Constantine. Mr. Fer- 
gusson admits that the propylea the church had broad market-place 
front it,” but show how this would possible his theory 
which identifies with the golden gateway” the temple-area. The 
market-place might have been, naturally, the city, where the bazaars 
now are, but this hypothesis would locate the western slope the 
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Valley the Kidron, outside the city, where market-place,” use 
the words Professor Willis, “is ludicrously (Edin. 
1860, 225). The critique Prof. Willis here quoted, have not seen. 

The testimony another contemporary writer, the Pilgrim Bordeaux, 


ing from Zion the present Damascus gate, quoted Mr. 
with the remark, From this evident that passing out the modern 
Zion gate, turned round the outside the walls the Now 
visitor would have passed out that gate the opposite side 
the city, either the right the left, and especially not the left. 
Not only would such circuit have been difficult, the absence any 
thoroughfare path, but glance plan the city will show (what 
one can understand more fully the spot) how unnatural and improba- 
ble such excursion would have been. 
The suggestion encumbered with the further difficulty, that the 
modern Zion gate” did not then exist (Adam. in- 
volves, further, the absurd supposition that the governor’s house, where 
the Saviour was arraigned, was valley, unprotected, outside the 
city, where some traditions placed it” when the preceding 
graph the writer has asserted that the residence the governor and the 
probable scene the trial was the castle Antonia. 
The natural course one who passed out the city northward, going 
from Zion the Neapolis gate, would have been formerly, now, be- 
tween the temple-area and the site the church the Sepulchre, near 
the latter, and the objects seen would have been just the 
tion which this traveller describes them. The contemporary testimony, 
therefore, far known, concurrent and conclusive against this 
theory. 
considerable share Mr. Fergusson’s reasoning professional and 
technical. architect gives his decision points which many 
his readers are incompetent judge of, with authority which, for 
that reason, few are inclined dispute. This professional judgment 
entitled respect, but cannot set aside historical evidence. chal- 
lenged, moreover, members his own profession; and able critic 
the Edinburgh Review (Oct. 1860), who, not architect, famil- 
iar with archaeological researches and architectural canons, rejects this 
theory the identical grounds which its author asserts deducing 
from the same data opposite conclusions. also notices other points 
which have passed over, one which is, that thus appropriating 
this celebrated mosque, the writer omits account for the magnificent 
building which, indubitably, was reared the Caliph Abu el-Melek, but 
which, according his theory, must some strange way have disap- 
peared.” may added that equally fails account for the present 
church the Sepulchre, edifice which cannot wholly have parted 


describing some objects which might seen the right and left pass- 
| 
| 
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with its history. Were convinced the reasoning before us, should 
tempted suggest the theory double transfer. Having proved 
that the original church the present mosque, would Mr. Fergusson’s 
genius unequal the proof that the original mosque the present 
church 

There remains objection this theory, decisive any, which can 
best appreciated those who have been the ground. The site 
the so-called Mosque Omar could not have been, our Saviour’s day, 
outside the walls. The theory would break the solid masonry the 
ancient substructions the temple-area, still existing, making one portion 
modern and the other ancient, leaving one without the retaining 
the other within it, way which simply incredible. Whatever may 
have been the bearings and dimensions the temple, with its courts and 
porticoes, the enclosure above, the massive foundations the area are 
one work, and that work high antiquity. The immense beveled stones 
the southeast corner were the time with the stones the 
southwest corner. They are the same magnitude, and does not need 
the eye architect assure that they are the same age and style 
workmanship. They were the two extremities the ancient southern 
they are the modern, stretching, Josephus informs us, from val- 
ley valley, and laid with stones immovable for all time and to-day 
they confirm his testimony, and contradict this theory. are led irresist- 
ibly the conclusion,” said Dr. Robinson, his first visit, that the area 
the Jewish temple was identical its western, eastern, and 
sides, with the present enclosure the Haram.” Ages upon ages have 
away, yet these foundations endure, and are immovable the 
beginning” (Bib. Res. investigations his visit con- 
firmed the conclusion his first, from which see not how any visitor 
who has inspected this masonry can withhold his assent, that the 
southwest corner, the southern part the western wall, the south- 
east corner both sides, and along the southern wall, have before 
“the massive substructions the ancient Jewish temple. Such has been 
the impression received travellers for centuries, and such will prob- 
ably continue long these remains endure” (Bib. Res. 220). 

have now presented our main reasons for dissenting from the theory 
Mr. Fergusson’s Article the Topography Jerusalem, its two prin- 
cipal points and these points are untenable, almost the entire reasoning 
the Article falls with them. 
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ARTICLE 
NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


D.D., and Delitzsch, D.D., Professors Theology. Translated from 
the German the Rev. James Martin, B.A., 

Professor Theology. Translated from the German the Rev. 
Francis Bolton, B.A., Elland. Vol. pp. 453. Edinburgh: 
and Clark. 

Both the volumes above named, well the other works Drs. 
Keil and Delitzsch, are remarkable for their extent and variety exe- 
getical lore. They are great value the clerical scholar. feel 
new indebtedness the Messieurs Clark for their enter- 
prise making the researches German divines accessible English 
and American scholars. 


CoMMENTARY THE intended for popular use. 
Whedon, D.D. Luke, John. 16mo. pp. 422. New York: Carlton 
and Porter. 

This Commentary, not less than the previous volume Matthew and 
Mark, evinces the acuteness and perspicacity its author. are happy 
perceive that Dr. Whedon intends entire exposition 
the New Testament” ona plan similar that the first two volumes. 
adds There fair prospect that Commentary the Old Tes- 
tament will furnished, before very long period shall close, uniform 
size and style with these two volumes.” 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING John Peter Lange, D.D., Pro- 
fessor Theology the University Bonn. Revised from the Edin- 
burgh translation, with additions, William Shedd, D.D., Pro- 
fessor Union Theological Seminary, New edition. 

Professor Theology the University from 
the German edition, with additions original and selected, 
Philip Schaff, D.D., and Rev. Charles Starbuck. First edition. 
New York: Charles Scribner and Co. 

These two Commentaries are published one octavo volume four 
hundred and five pages, forming the second volume Prof. edi- 
tion Lange’s Critical, and Homiletical Commentary the 
Holy Scriptures. his Preface Oosterzee’s Commentary, Dr. Schaff. 
writes: cannot conclude without publicly expressing profound 
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gratitude for the hearty, and even enthusiastic, with which the 
first volume this Commentary has been greeted all the evangelical 
America.” The second volume seems fitted enjoy equal 
popularity. The peculiar features the plan which the work 
written will commend some minds, while Dr. Schaff’s enthusiasm, 
energy, and perseverance will secure for various qualities which will 
engage the interest others. 


viewed respect its Distinctive Nature, Special Function, 
and Proper Interpretation. Patrick Fairbairn, D.D., Principal 
the Free Church College, Glasgow; author Typology Serip- 
ture,” Ezekiel and the Book his Prophecy, ete.” pp. 524. 
New York: Carlton and Porter. 

judicious work has long been desideratum among 
Christian laymen well clergymen. Dr. Fairbairn has given such 
The present volume resembles his previous treatise the Typ- 
ology Scripture, and unfolds reasonable theories sober style. 


Tue AND during the Assyrian Empire. 
Rowland Williams, D.D., Vicar Broad-Chalke, Wilts formerly 
Fellow and Tutor King’s College, Cambridge. 8vo. pp. 450. Lon- 
don and Edinburgh: Williams and Norgate. 

Dr. Williams writes racy and vigorous style. often compresses 
lengthened trains thought into single sentence. Some- 
times his love terseness leads him into obscurity. are not always 
certain that understand him. often disagree with him. 
familiar with the German commentators, among whom seems honor 
Gesenius the most reliable. His theological views may best learned 
comparing the present volume with his other writings, which the 
titles are: Rational Christianity and Hinduism”; Chris- 
tian Freedom”; Letter the Bishop St. Critical 
Appendix his Lordship’s Reply Essay Baron Bunsen” 
[one the Essays and Reviews” Persecution for the Word”; 
Introduction Mr. Desprez’s Daniel,” ete. 


AGE THE according Holy Scripture and Science. 
Essex pp. 264. London: Lowell Reeve and Co. 
The Essex Rector” maintains that Geological and Anthropological 

facts prove greater antiquity the human race than ordinarily 

assigned it; that the Mosaic narratives the creation, paradise, 
were traditions, some them merely symbolical, which Moses was in- 
spired collect and preserve that from these traditions may learn 
all that need know concerning the work God and the 
work Christ redemption. may learn truth from the 
symbolical traditions. The “Rector” seems predisposed find 
where might more naturally find literal statement. 
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Tue Lire. Six Lectures delivered the 
Brooklyn Academy Music January and February, 
Louis Agassiz, Professor Zodlogy and Geology the Lawrence 
Company. 

This treatise, like every other work Agassiz, suggests interesting top- 
ics reflection. For requested one our great mathema- 
ticians solve the problem: execute with the elements given, 
with vertical axis, around which are arranged parts equal 
all the possible variations the plan radiation. This math- 
ematician was entirely ignorant natural history, and could not, there- 
fore have obtained his knowledge from the animal structures yet 
devised three plans “as the only essential plans which could framed 
upon the idea radiated structure around vertical Now, the 
radiated animals are divided into three classes, corresponding with these 
three plans; the classes differing the plans differ one from the other 
yet the various species under these three classes exhibiting the same gen- 
eral plans rich variety specific forms, and with great freedom from 
the monotony mere mathematical figures. Thus the structure some 
even the lowest animals indicates the same thought, plan, and 
deliberation” which mathematician exercises, and “the nature the 
intelligence the same, whether human divine, finite infinite.” 
Lect. VI. pp. 111-128. 


THE Epic Poem, Washington Moon, 
Fellow the Royal Society Literature, Author Dean’s 
Hatchard and Company. 1866. 

Our readers are already familiar with Mr. Moon master prose. 
His contoversy with Dr. Alford the English,” will not soon 
forgotten. Coming out for wool, fact,” says the Record, the Dean 
went back shorn; rushing forth teach, went home taught.” Mr. 
Moon less widely known poet than literary critic. has 
published volume Minor Poems,” which characterized easy 
and pure style. The present Epic replete with clegant sentiment, ex- 
pressed well-turned verse. The lines pp. and 148-150 are 
particularly neat and felicitous. Mr. Moon agrees with Dr. Stanley 
regarding Elijah “the grandest and most romantic character Israel ever 
produced.” 


His Person and his Work. Jeseph 
Thompson, D.D. 18mo. pp. 210. New York Anson Randolph. 
1866. 

Although this volume largely practical character, yet also 
doctrinal, and contains many important suggestions regard the nature 
Inspiration, the Trinity, Human Freedom. written clear 
and forceful style. 


Aeschines, Ancestry and Education 


Allgemeines die 


Analysis and Synthesis both Neces- 


concerning the origin species, 


INDEX. 


of, article on, 565. 
Structure Animal Life, 
noticed, 698. 


menbuch, von Heinrich Ewald, 
noticed, 525. 


sary, their Proportion, True 
Reasoning, article on, With- 
ington, D.D., 603; meaning 
terms, 603 statement the object 
the article, tendency 
exaggerate the power analysis, 
604; many ideas impossible 
represented matier, 604; the 
mind the Ego, 605; are im- 
mediately conscious the soul’s 
existence, the opposite doc- 
trine contradicts our conscious- 
ness, inverts the chronology 
our knowledge, 607; the idea 
time, 608 the soul, this op- 
posite doctrine, gives good anal- 
ysis and synthesis itself 
its powers, 610; leads 
with authorities, the 
612; Aristotle, moral and 
polite writers, Rousseau, 614 
this doctrine has darkened our in- 
vestigations both the material 
and intellectual 616; neces- 
sity estimating the mental pow- 
ers going from the whole the 
parts, 617; impossibility dis- 
tinguishing between memory and 
consciousness, 617; bad influence 
the doctrine question our 
theological investigation, 619 ex- 
aggerated antagonisms, matter 
and mind, 620; late speculations 


621; the authors these spec- 
ulations unconscious materialists, 
622; the attributes God, 625; 
the glory God wrongly placed 


opposition the happiness 
the creatures, 626 the agency 
God, against the agency man, 
627; theories atonement and 
the divine decrees, 628 the death 
Christ related repentance 
for sin, 629; all true philosophy 
combination the constituents 
the universe, importance 
synthesis interpreting the 
tures, recapitulation, 632. 


Ancestry and Education the Ora- 


tor The, article on, 
James Boise, 565; opin- 
ions hitherto respecting Aeschines, 
derived chiefly from his enemy 
Demosthenes, 565; the views 
Arnold Schaefer, 566 family con- 
nections Aeschines, 566; de- 
from the family the 
Butadae, 566; Aes- 
chines his father, 567; De- 
mosthenes, particularly 
the oration the crown, the 
mother Aeschines, 571; account 
thenes, 572; his mother, not 
slandering the parents Aes- 
chines, 574 the parents 
nes Athenian citizens, 
other family connections prove his 
Athenian early ed- 
ucation Aeschines, 579; his fa- 
ther’s instruction, 580; not trained 
low and rude society, 580 Aes- 
chines actor, 582; necessary 
qualifications actor, 583 
Aeschines not lacking 
actor, 584; attached himself 
those who reproduced the mas- 
ter works the earlier drama, 
584; character his associates, 
Theodorus and Aristodemus, 585 
the accident which befell Aeschi- 
nes the stage, 587; became 
actor means subsistence, 
had never received systematic in- 
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struction the art eloquence, 
591. 

Andrews, Rev. W., article by, 
108, 252. 

Angus’s, Rev. Joseph, Bible-Hand- 
Book, noticed, 176. 

Apologetische Beitrage, von Dr. 
Diisterdiech, noticed 342. 

Apostolische Glaubenskenntniss, fiir 
die Gemeinde noticed, 344. 


Baader’s characteristik der Theo- 
sophie, noticed, 526. 
Bascom, Prof. John, articles by, 
435. 


objections Christ’s 
the doctrine that the husband 
two wives may after conversion 
keep them, not too indulgent, 

Hackett, 515; Queen Can- 
dace, 515; Emmaus, 516; Caper- 
naum, place Bethabara 
the Harmony, 519; the Quarries 
near Gilgal, 521. 

Bochm’s, Rev. Henry, Reminiscences, 
noticed, 175. 

Boise, Prof. James B., article by, 
565. 

Boardman, Rev. G.N., article by, 73. 


Bascom’s, Prof. Philosophy Brainerd’s, Rev. John, Life, 


Rhetoric, noticed, 174. 
Bible Hand-Book, noticed, 176. 

Bible Doctrine article 
on, Joseph Tracy, D.D., 
divorce mentioned the Bible, 
not judicial act, divorce 
the Jewish sense present im- 
possible, 385; our 
structions concerning divorce 
first heard them, 386; the law 
divorce, given Moses, not 
pertect standard righteousness, 
387; sometimes required 
act similar manner, 387; 
conformity the law the land, 
not always suflicient defence, 
how the hardness the He- 
brew heart mace the prohibition 
inexpedient, not known, 
888; the husband under Jewish 
law could put away his wife, 
the wife could her hus- 
band, 389; Christ’s conversation 
Matt. xix. regard divorce 
the same import substantially 
with the conversation Mark, 
391; the clauses referring 
the marriage another the one 
put away have the same meaning 
391; provisions modern law 
reference divorce, 397; divorce 
for adultery, not 
made impossible, law di- 
vorce applicable plurality 
was practised under the law 
Moses, 400; instruction Christ 


Thomas Brainerd, D.D., 163. 
Briicke’s Physiology Speech, ar- 
ticle on, Lewis Pack- 
ard, 257; progress the science 
language, 257; purpose and 
character Briicke’s work, 257; 
the work divided into two parts, 
the physiology and the classifica- 
tion sounds, 258; the larynx 
and its sounds, description 
the larynx, 259; whispering, 
260; the proper sounds lan- 
guage, the simple vowel-sounds, 
every such sound has three 
parts loudness, height 
pitch, quality, 260; experiments 
which the different causes 
and quality have been as- 
certained, the position the 
ent vowels, 263; the vowels 
263; the other vowel-sounds 
produced the way from one 
these three, 264; ac- 
cording Briicke, three vowel- 
sounds between and three 
between aand imperfectly 
formed vowels, 266; the undefined 
neutral vowel, 266; the ques- 
tion whether long and short vowels 
differ both quantity and quality, 
267; Briicke’s conclusions this 
matter, 267; his treatment the 
dipthongs unsatisfactory, 268; the 
nasal tone, 268; the distinction 
between vowels 
269; four classes consonants, 
270; another division into three 
classes according the part 


— 
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the mouth which the passage 
air checked, mode ut- 
tering the consonants, 272 those 
whose place articulation 
the extreme point the mouth, 
273; those produced the tip 
the tongue pressed against some 
inner part the mouth, 275; 
air the middle back part 
the tongue, 277; the sound 
thus produced, 277; the sound 
general defence his system, 
his account the compounded 
and the softened 
vowels, consonants 
made 283. 


Biichsel’s, Rev. D., Ministerial Ex- 


periences, noticed, 172. 


Buck’s Massachusetts Eeclesiastical 


Law, noticed, 352. 


Bushnell’s, Dr. Vicarious 


Sacrifice, noticed, 345. 


Calkins, Rev. Wolcott, article by, 


Catholie The, ar- 


ticle on, Rev. Andrews, 
review the fhets connected 
with the origin 
the Christian dispensation, 108 
oneness the church, ap- 
pointment four ministries, 109 
apostles, 109; prophets, 110 dea- 
cons, elders presbyters, 
112; Paul, the apostle the Gen- 
tiles, the death the 
apostles the church without visible 
bond unity, the civil pow- 
ions, 116; the bishop Rome 
the Reformation not 
work, 118; the triumph Prot- 
estantism checked the Jesuits, 
119; Puritanism and Methodism 
England and Ger- 
many, 120; tokens reviving 
the increase the power 
rather than the form, 
and the deeper unfolding doc- 
trine, 121; the importance 
prayer more deeply felt, an- 


swer prayer the form 
import the prophetic 
124; revival the 
Catholic chureh, 127; 
nature office, 127; 
prophets, 128; evangelists, 129; 
angels pastors, the 
necessity this fourfold ministry, 
129; the fourfold ministry each 
individual church, agreement 
between the polity the apostolic 
church and the New 
and with other churches, 131; 
doctrine the church, 133; Chris- 
tian doctrine set forth Peter 
the day Pentecost, the 
duty the restored apostles, 
teach the doctrine Christ, 135 
belief the church 
regard tradition, the in- 
carnation Christ, the all 
the peculiar doctrines Christi- 
Christ’s progressive 
work man, 136; his 
tion, ascension, 138 descent 
ordinances, election and pre- 
tion, 144; second coming the 
Lord, worship, 145; two 
the authority the Bible 
and the continued existence 

church 145; two re- 
spects which worship should 
priesthood, 146; the church ap- 
pears priest the eucharist, 
147; the great errors the Ro- 
manists regard the eucharist, 
avoided and the common omissions 
Protestants supplied the 
148; the minis- 
ters the church, priests, 
the eucharist hasa central place 
worship, 150; order this part 
154; difference between these 
services and the eucharist, 
services Christmas, Easter, 
Ascension, and Pentecost, 
ritual used, extemporaneous 
prayer, private confession, and ab- 
solution, 157; symbol 
used all the services, 158; re- 
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lations the church 
other existing churches, de- 
the Apostolic church 
bring all churches into the true 
order house, the spe- 
cial work this church prepare 
the way the Lord return and 
establish his kingdom, this 
work certain accomplished, 
but the process gradual, 255; 
carried forward two stages, 255. 


Christliche Kliinge aus den griech- 


ischen und Klassikern, 
noticed, 342. 


Christliche Sittenlehre, von 


Schmid, noticed, 337. 


Christianity and Islamism, article on, 


Rev. George Herrick, 406 
its origin, 408; Mohammed’s 
knowledge our scriptures ob- 
ained through Jewish sources, 
409; Old Testament 
history the Koran, 410; 
erences the Koran New Tes- 
tament history less number and 
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Citations from the New Testament 


the Fathers, article 
on, Rev. Wolcott Calkins, 
the Apostolic Fathers bear direct 
testimony three Paul’s epis- 
New Testament 
quoted either the language 
the Lord and the apostles 
scriptures, 594; many passages 
cited with substantial accuracy, 
but without acknowledgment, 596; 
Fathers, close imitations similar 
passages the New Testament, 
misquotations these Fa- 
thers, 598; conclusions 
the Fathers from apochryphal 
books, they did not copy 
from the MSS., 600; the Old Tes- 
tament quoted the 
New, 601 they quoted from mem- 
ory, and yet possessed the 
601. 


Commentar das neue Testa- 


ment, von Meyer, no- 
ticed, 343. 


detail, 412; Christians warned Congregationalism, what ete., 

413; the Koran, regarded con- Conjugations, Latin, article on, 634. 
current with, and auxiliary the Conversion, its Nature, article on, 


scriptures, 414; the 
truth Islamism borrowed from 
Jews and Christians, 415; Mo- 
hammed assumes divine com- 
mission and compromises with evil, 
417; first successes Mohammed, 
418; system Moham- 
med, 420; existence God and 
revelation, 420; sin, and 
atonement, 421; resurrection and 
angels, 422; practical duties, pray- 
and fasting, 423; Mohammedan 
sects, 424; orthodox sects, 4243 
heterodox secis, 425; present re- 
Christianity, 427; present attitude 
their own and material re- 
divided into two parties, 430 
the liberal party, attitude 
towards Protestant 
Christianity, 432. 


des neuen Testaments, 


von Beyschlag, noticed, 522. 


Prof. Austin Phelps, the 
idea the condition 
this world, 48; man’s need 
being changed, 48; Pantheism 
even acknowledges this need, 49; 
the belief the necessity con- 
version universal, 50; nature 
the change needed man, 50; 
representations the nature 
this change the Bible, 51; the 
Bible speaks like natural 
birth, 51; like the change from 
death life, the change from 
darkness light, 52; conversion 
like change the chief organ 
fer the dominion Satan 
that God, 53; the doctrine 
conversion pervades the system 
biblical teaching, meaning 
the language which teaches man’s 
need conversion, 54; the scrip- 
tural emblems represent change 
character distinct from all 
variety change ceremonial 
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conversion possi- 
conversion distinct from consti- 
tutional change, 55; constitu- 
significance than chan char- 
acter, 56; miracles not ‘the 
law more majestic than 
the suspension law, conver- 
sion different from re-creation, 
Christian experience 
other change than that charac- 
ter conversion, 58; the unre- 
generate man other change 
supposition the sinner’ reason and 
conscience war with each other, 
60; the doctrine constitutional 
change seldom preached consist- 
ently, 61; conversion 
mystical change, 62; nature 
God’s working the soul myste- 
rious, the change not 
mysterious, conversion the 
most radical change which hu- 
man character susceptible, 
not the chief result conversion, 
67; conversion not synonymous 
conversion not the abandonment 
any single passion, conver- 
sion not the dev char- 
acter natural germination 
the heart, 69; conversion brings 
into existence which 
before had existence, the 
fixedness character, 70; the 
tendency character fixedness 
not invincible, but one change 
which meets peculiarities 
the change from sin holiness, 72. 

Conversion, 
in, article on, 646. 

Essay Catholicism, Lib- 
eralism, noticed, 
‘ 

Cyril the Patriarch, Life of, article 
on, 452. 


Delitzsch’s Commentary the Books 
Samuel and the Book 
Job, noticed, 696. 


Dexter, M., D.D., Congrega- 
tionalism, noticed, 165. 

Dictionary Bible, noticed, 170. 

Grund- 
siitze der Selbstvoraussetzung oder 
Religionsphilosophie, von Mehr- 
noticed, 338. 

noticed, 173. 

Bible Doctrine of, article 
on, 384. 

Prof. P., article by, 235. 

Dutch Reformed Church, its History 
and Theology, article on, 177. 


Economy, Political, and the Chris- 
tian Ministry, article on, 73, 
Elijah the Prophet Epie Poem, 
noticed, 698. 
Literature, its Study, article 
on, 


Fairbairn’s Prophecy viewed 
respect its Distinctive Na- 
ture, ete., noticed, 697. 

Fergusson’s Jerusalem, 
684. 

Fisher’s, Prof. P., Essays the 
Supernatural Origin Christian- 
ity, noticed, 347. 

Freedom the Mind Willing, 
Hazard, noticed, 681. 

French, James article by, 634. 

Froude’s History England, noticed, 
168. 


German Publications, noticed, 333, 
522. 

Gillett’s, H., History the Pres- 
byterian Church, noticed, 175. 

Gospels, Origin the, article on, 
529. 

Grout’s, Rev. Lewis, 
noticed, 176. 

Guthrie, Thomas, D.D., the Par- 
ables, noticed, 174. 


Hackett, Prof. B., article by, 515. 
Handbuch der christlichen Sitten- 


oo 
ov. 


Handbuch iiber die 
Joannis, von Dr. Diisterdieck, 
noticed, 526. 
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Hazard’s Freedom the Mind 
Willing, noticed, 681. 

Hedge’s Reason Religion, noticed, 
171. 

Hengstenberg’s 
John’s Gospel, noticed, 

Herrick, Rev. George F., article by, 
406. 

History and Theology the Re- 
formed Protestant Dutch church, 
article on, Eibert Porter, 
D.D., friendship between the 
Puritans Eneland and the Cal- 


the title the Dutch church, 179 
introduction the Duteh church 
into America, 180; causes the 
slow growth the Dutch church 
America, 182; dependence 
the denomination foreign 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction, 184; two 
parties the question ordina- 
tion, statistics the church, 
185; government, all author- 
ity the church committed first 
the people, 188; pres- 
byteries, 188; synods, 189; gen- 
eral synod, 189; educational insti- 
tutions, 190; Rutger’s College, 
190; New Brunswick Theological 
Seminary, 191; benevolent insti- 
tutions, 192; genius, culture, and 
worship the church, its 
genius characterized tenacity, 
194; liberality, 195; its cul- 
ture elevated, 196; order wor- 
peculiar the Dutch church 
198 middle ground held regard 
liturgy, views the Sab- 
bath, 200; theology, 200; some 
liberty and diversity utterance, 
201; the theology the church 
shaped the Belgie Confession, 
202; the Heidelberg Catechism, 
205; the Synod Dordrecht, 
207; Thomas Scott the Synod 
Dordrecht, 207; doctrines an- 
nounced the canons 
synod, 

Holy Comforter, The: His Person 
and Work, noticed, 698. 

Hosford, Rev. F., article by, 309. 

Human Responsibility related 
Divine Agency Conversion, 
article on, Prof. Austin Phelps, 


645; most serious difficulties clus- 
tering around doctrines which are 
opposites but not contraries, 
principles which our inquiries 
such themes should 
ted, the reality the 
culty felt sinner his 
responsibility for his own conver- 
sion, 646; the ground human 
responsibility and its relation 
the sovereignty God, 
responsibility rests species 
evidence which cannot resisted, 
648; the common sense man 
never attributes sin the power 
destroy responsibility, 650 the 
authority revelation, 652; the 
ability man obey the divine 
commands inferred, 654; common 
sense this ability, 
conflict between the sinner’s abil- 
ity and his dependence the 
Holy Spirit, inferences —the 
freely any other duty, 661; the 
duty repentance preached 
imperatively inspired men 
have preached it, 662; such preach- 
ing not perilous, 663 dependence 
the sinner the Holy Ghost 
for the will repent more pro- 
found than for the power re- 
pent, divine sovereignty 
salvation not represented 
work mere power, but 
work moral government, 664 
the difference between these two 
representations vital the 
664; the pulpit 
assert the sinner’s dependence 
claim the offer the Holy Spirit 
the gift God’s mercy, 667; 
men have every encouragement 
possible immediate repentance, 
668 destruction always 
his own doing, 670. 


Hupfeld, Prof. Hermann, article on, 


673; birth and education, 673; 
joins the University Marburg, 
studies Halle under Ge- 
senius, 676; appointed professor 
Marburg, Halle, 677; his 
literary activity, 678; his death, 
679. 


INDEX. 


Instrumentality Truth Regen- 
eration, The, article on, Prof. 
Austin Phelps, 485; importance 
distinguishing the curiosities 
theology from its essential facts, 
485; biblical modes represent- 
ing truth instrument God, 
486; neither recondite nor dog- 
statements doctrine the 
favorite forms inspiration, 486 
the fact the instrumentality 
truth established the Bible, 488 
truth employed distinction from 
power 
489; religious truth distinction 
from all other truth, 489; the 
instrumentality truth never dis- 
pensed with, 490; the evidence 
such dispensation must 
matter pure revelation, 490 
silent any such 
dispensation, mode the 
regeneration infants, 492 mode 
which the truth operates 
regeneration, 
the operation truth with the 
laws the mind, simplicity 
the work God the change 
the heart, this view 
dices, 496 the rational nature 
religious character, 499; the im- 
ogical opinions, 500; the life 
Christian institutions great 
degree independent the auxili- 
aries fine art, 502; the 
the instrumentality truth 
regeneration, 504; the 
sometimes undeservedly censured 
for its raciness, 506; the sacred- 
ness truth not buried 
beneath artistic skill, 508; there 
literature, 508 the art churchly 
etiquette condemned, 509; nothing 
beautiful but trath, and nothing 
respectable which not true 
God’s thought, all preaching 
tried the test its fidel- 
ity truth, 512. 

Intuitions the Mind M‘Cosh, 
noticed, 174. 


XXIII. No. 89. 
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Intuitive Ideas, and their Relation 


Knowledge, article on, Rev. 
John Bascom, increasing ten- 
dency modern times recog- 
nize ideas not arising from expe- 
rience, their number, their 
relation each other and 
ence, not yet determined, 
cessity recognizing distinct 
intuitive faculty, the idea 
existence the first among our 
intuitive ideas, the idea 
resemblance, agreement, and dis- 
agreement, the idea truth 
included under that resem- 
blance, the idea space, 
the idea number, that 
time, that cause, the 
ideas cause and effect define 
and measure each other, 
necessity seventh regulative 
idea, that relation, formative 
ideas thought, first, the idea 
consciousness, second, that 
beauty, 10; third, that right, 
11; proof that the idea right 
intuitive idea, 11; the fourth 
idea, that liberty, 13; the idea 
the infinite, 14; the infinite not 
confounded with the 
nite, 14; the infinite wholly 
separate idea, 15; the notion 
the infinite accompanies that 
time, 16; the infinite applied 
power includes the absolute, 16; 
cause and first cause, notions 
quite distinct, 17; cause, finite 
first cause, infinite, 17; the idea 
the infinite later than our other 
intuitive ideas, 17; the idea 
the infinite negative the infi- 
nite and the finite mutually involve 
each other, 20; the infinite pos- 
itive idea, shown the manner 
21; statements the 
infinite possible, 22; our symbols 
the infinite not all illusory, 
the infinite object faith 
simply, 23; the idea least 
modified presentation and appre- 
supposed revelation, 23; God 
can known, but not conceived, 
25; increasing knowledge 
God possible, 25; difficulties arising 
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from denial the possibilities 
positive though 
ideas the infinite, 26; relation 
intuitive ideas knowledge, 
27; some the intuitions, the 
sources sciences strictly demon- 
strative, 27; the presence and 
action thought matter alone 
render matter thought 
and rewarding study, 28; prin- 
ciple order among the phenom- 
ena matter necessary arrest 
thought, this order instituted 
the line definite enduring 
forces, these permanent forces 
must design, 29; the 
world partly apprehended through 
the idea causes working towards 
anend, and therefore rationally, 
the steps through which the mind 
ascertains the ends and means for 
and which all order secured, 
laborious and 
31; physical inquiry, ever 
increasing tendency reach the 
absolute, 32; resemblance and 
cause the two ideas under which 
disorder passes into order, 
effort discover the order and 
limit knowledge and the facul- 
ties disciplined, the discovery 
not mere resemblance, but 
resemblance springing from simi- 
larity forces, real step the 
progress thought, 34; 
work balance active forces 
and liable disturbance, the 
identity living forces always 
35; all physical science 
issues cause and effect, 37; 
cause, cause merely, appre- 
hensible, 37; the more simple and 
the effect, the more 
obvious the cause, 38; the ease 
with which mechanical action 
understood source mischief 
complex problems, 38; forces 
equally diverse with the effects 
which they preduce, 39; causes 
wisely defined only through 
inquiry into effects, 39; the powers 
observation first disciplined 
science, 39; observation impo- 
tent without the anticipatory the- 
ory, the completing deductions, 
40; what space physical phe- 


nomena, consciousness those 

mind, 41; liberty proved 
consciousness, 
which choice differs from cause 
and effect, pause the 
pursuit causes except God, 
42; nature the recipient, not the 
source, order, principles for 
the guidance choice furnished 
the diversity means and ends, 
43; the notion liberty funda. 
mental, the supernatural gives 
rise the natural, the two 
ideas liberty and law comple- 
mentary each other, 44; the 
idea causation has 
quently overpowered that 
erty, 45; the relation the sci- 
ences each other the disci- 
pline the mind, 46; the infinite 
Spirit apprehended, not compre- 
hended, 47; the logical powers 
strengthened the demonstrative 
sciences, 47. 


Jerusalem, Topography of, article 
on, 684. 


Keil’s Commentary the Books 
Samuel, noticed, 696. 


Lange’s Gospel according Mark, 
noticed, 696. 

Life the Patriarch Cyril, article 
on, Dr. Paspati, 452; 
reason for writing this life, 453; 
sketch the fall Constantinople 
acted Constantinople the 
history the Christian world, 457; 
birth Cyril, his education, 
ordination, 459; goes Po- 
land, 459; becomes Patriarch 
establishment 
school Galata the Jesuits, 
460; Cyril’s correspondence with 
many Jesuits, 461; becomes Pa- 
triarch Constantinople, 465; 
press Constantinople, 471; Cyril 
draws confession faith, 
478 ;deposed from the patriarchate, 
482; and death, 483. 

Dr. Philip, Works, noticed, 
348. 


Osterzee’s Gospel according Luke, 


INDEX. 


Manetho: the Beginning our His- 
tory and Chronology, 
Heine, noticed, 

Mann’s, Horace, Life, noticed, 172. 

Man’s Age the according 
Holy Scripture and Science, 
Essex Rector, noticed, 697. 

Martyrdom the Apocalypse, arti- 
cle on, Rev. Hosford, 309. 


| 


Philosophy, noticed, 528. 
the Mind, noticed, 174. 
Methodist Church, History 
noticed, 176. 
Mill’s Examination Hamilton’s 
Philosophy, noticed, 
Ministerial Experiences, Biichsel, 
noticed, 172. 
Mombert, D.D., article by, 353 
529. 
Moon’s Elijah the Prophet, noticed, 
698. 
Murphy’s Commentary Genesis, 
noticed, 349. 
Neutestamentliche Studien, von Dr. 
Laurent, noticed, 527. 


Origin the Gospels, The, article 
on, Isider Mombert, D.D., 


noticed, 696. 

Our Place History, article on, 
Prof. Julius Seelye, necessity 
considering where mankind has 
thus far been, 212; the past con- 
dition the countries east 
Mediterranean, 212: 

tics the Grecians and their col- 

onies, 214; combination 
cians and Orientals effected 

Alexander, the Western Ro- 

man Empire, 220; the 

Middie Ages, Reformation 

arising Germany rather than 

with Celtie race, 

the future, the past, likely 

growth Christianity, 226; 

doctrine the church likely 
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now everywhere pressing for 
solution, 230; American history, 
having its whole meaning refer- 
ence this doctrine the church 
and society, 233. 


Parables, Dr. Guthrie, noticed, 
174. 

Paspati, Dr. G., article, by, 452. 

Phelps, Prof. Austin, articles by, 48, 
286, 485, 645. 

Philosophy Rhetoric, Bascom, 
noticed, 174. 

Political Economy and the Christian 
Ministry, article on, Rev. 
George Boardman, polit- 
ical economy, related the Chris- 
tian ministry, political econ- 
omy considered intellectual 
discipline, 74; natural theology, 
illustrated political economy, 
76; Christianity power eleva- 
ting society temporal comfort, 
77; the ordinance the Sabbath, 
the mutual dependence 
classes the community, 79; the 
preacher should understand the 
nature exchangeable value and 
the meaning the word proper- 
ty,” 82; the preacher should under- 
stand and teach the nature 
wealth, 85; religion remedy for 
the evils great wealth and 
great poverty, 93; theology gives 
the best explanation the foun- 
dation society, the explana- 
tion this matter physical and 
intellectual philosophers, the 
state life which men most 
naturally become Christians, the 
family, the question the aim 
governments, 100; the clergy- 
man the best position settle 
this question, the question 
the worth man, the ques- 
tion best answered Christianity, 
106. 

Pond’s, Dr., Pastoral Theology, no- 
ticed, 348. 

Porter, D.D., article by, 177. 

Praktische Auslegung des Briefes 
die Colosser, von Theophil Passa- 
vant, noticed, 344. 


form the next great topic dis-| Presbyterian Church, History of, 


cussion, 228; the said problem 


Gillett, noticed, 175. 
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Reason Religion, noticed, 171. 
Regeneration, the Work God, 
article on, Prof. Austin Phelps, 
286. 
Reid’s Voices the Soul, noticed, 
160. 


Robertson’s, Life and Letters, 


noticed, 173. 

Romische Lehre von der unbefleck- 
ten Empfingniss, von Dr. Edward 
Preuss, noticed, 343. 

Ruth, The Book of, 
Wright, noticed, 338. 


nach Natur- 
wissenschaft und Bibel, von Prof. 
Schultz, noticed, 340. 

Selbstzeugnisse Jesu, von Prof. Held, 
noticed, 524. 

Seelye, Prof. J., article by, 211. 

Silliman’s, Prof. Benjamin, Life, 
Prof. Fisher, noticed, 528. 

Smith’s, William, Dictionary the 
Bible, noticed, 170. 


Speech, its Physiology, article on, 
257 


Spring’s, Dr. Gardiner, Reminiscen- 
ces, noticed, 348. 

Stevens’s, A., D.D., History the 
Methodist Church, noticed, 176. 
Stevens’s, A., D.D., Centenary 
American Methodism, noticed, 

350. 

Stevens’s, A., D.D., Women Meth- 
odism, noticed, 350. 

Structure Animal Life, The, no- 
ticed, 698. 

Study English Literature, The, 
article on, Prof. Duun, 
235. 

Origin Christianity, 

ssays on, Prof. Fisher, 
noticed, 

System the Four Conjugations 
Latin, Classification Ideas 
signified their Characteristic 
Vowels, The, article on, James 
French, M.A., 634. 


Thompson’s, P., D.D., Holy Com- 
forter, noticed, 698. 


Topography The, arti- 
cle on, Samuel Wolcott, 
situation Mount Zion, the 


Tracy, D.D., article by, 384. 


Utilitarianism, article on, Rey. 
Bascom, 435. 
United States, their Place History, 
article on, 211. 


Verfassung gegenwiirtiger Be- 
stand Kirchen des 


Orients, von Prof. 


noticed, 526. 

Vicarious Sacrifice, Dr. Bushnell, 

Vindiciae Lucanae seu itinerarii 
libro Actorum asservati auctore, 
Klostermann, noticed, 525. 

Voices the Soul, noticed, 160. 

Vorlesungen iiber 

Dogmengeschichte, von Dr. 

Baur, noticed, 527. 


Wayland’s, Dr. F., Moral Science, 
noticed, 161. 


Whately’s Difficulties Writ-. 


ings Paul, noticed, 173. 

Whedon’s Commentary the Gos- 

els, noticed, 696. 

Williams’s Prophets Israel and 
noticed, 697. 
Will, Theories regard the Na- 

ture the, article on, 679. 

Wissenschaft der Religion, von 
Tolle, noticed, 524. 

Withington, Leonard, D.D., article 
by, 603. 

Wolcott, Samuel, D.D., article by, 
684. 

Wunderthaten des Herrn Bezug 
auf die neueste Kritik betrachtet, 
von Prof. Steinmeyer, no- 
ticed, 523. 


Zulu Land, Grout, noticed, 
176. 


